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SUMMARY

The Federal Communications Commission ("Commission") must, without delay,

overturn the recent unsubstantiated and unjustified denials of appeals and E-rate funding for the

captioned Applications ("FCC Form 470") involving Paden Public Schools ("Paden") and Maud

Independent School District 117 ("Maud") (collectively, the "Schools") and United Systems, Inc.

("United Systems"). Without legal justification and evidentiary support, the Schools and

Libraries Division ("SLD") of the Universal Service Administrative Company ("USAC") has

improperly employed an IP address matching investigative technique to draw unfounded

conclusions in fact and in law.

Specifically, USAC (1) improperly exceeded its authority by engaging in policymaking

and investigatory techniques that go well beyond the review and processing of applications for

compliance with Commission laws and regulations, (2) failed to provide record evidence that

United Systems was improperly involved in the competitive bid process; (3) failed to provide

due process to the Schools and to the service providers; (4) failed to prove a commission rule

violation; and (5) failed to carry its burden ofproving a competitive bid violation pursuant to

Commission Orders. Also, the mere act of filing a FCC Form 470 is clerical in nature and does

not per se equate to a Commission rule violation or competitive bidding violation. The Schools

and United Systems must now rely on the Commission to provide the relief that is justified and

due.

Because USAC has exceeded its authority, failed to meet its burden of examining the

evidence and cited no rule violation, the Commission should overturn USAC's denial of the

funding requests of the Schools and direct USAC to grant the funding. As this Consolidated

Appeal and the record demonstrates, USAC's implementation of a controversial and flawed

screening methodology, to the exclusion of clear contradictory record evidence that the Schools
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adhered to the core program requirements, has resulted in an improper basis for USAC's denial

of funding to the Schools. The Schools are fully entitled to the funding that is due to them as

requested in their Applications. We respectfully request the Commission to overturn USAC and

grant the funding that was requested by these Schools for E-rate funding year 2005.
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CONSOLIDATED REQUEST FOR REVIEW

Applicants Paden Public Schools ("Paden") and Maud Independent School District 117

("Maud") (collectively, the "Schools") and their service provider United Systems, Inc. ("United

Systems") through counsel and pursuant to Section 54.719(c) of the Commission's rules, l herby

submit this Consolidated Request for Review ("Consolidated Appeal") seeking reversal of the

decisions of the Administrator of the Universal Service Administrative Company ("USAC"),

issued on November 15, 2006, denying the Schools' appeals and associated funding requests for

the Schools and Libraries Universal Service Program ("E-rate Program") for funding year 2005

(collectively, the "Applications").

147 C.F.R. § 54.719(c).
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We respectfully request the Commission to expeditiously overturn USAC's decisions and

grant the funding requests of the Schools that have been denied without basis in law or fact. As

this Consolidated Appeal demonstrates, USAC (1) improperly exceeded its authority by

engaging in policymaking and investigatory techniques that go well beyond the review and

processing of applications for compliance with Commission laws and regulations, (2) failed to

provide record evidence that United Systems was improperly involved in the competitive bid

process; (3) failed to provide due process to the Schools and to the service providers; (4) failed to

prove a commission rule violation; and (5) failed to carry its burden ofproving a competitive bid

violation pursuant to Commission Orders. Also, the mere act of filing a FCC Form 470 is

clerical in nature and does not per se equate to a Commission rule violation or competitive

bidding violation. USAC's implementation of a controversial and flawed screening

methodology, to the exclusion of clear contradictory record evidence that the Schools adhered to

the core E-rate Program requirements, has resulted in an improper basis for USAC's denial of

funding to the Schools.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

This Consolidated Appeal arises from prior appeals filed by the Schools challenging the

improper denial ofE-rate funding to the Schools in 2005. On March 8, 2006, the SLD issued the

original Funding Commitment Decision Letters ("FCDLs") denying the Schools funding

requests,2 alleging that the Schools had committed a bidding violation because:

The 470 was submitted from an IP address that was also used to submit a service
provider (SP) invoice, indicating SP involvement in the 470. Applicants cannot

2 For a full recitation of the pertinent application numbers, FRN numbers and funding years that are at
issue, please see Administrative Record United Systems Consolidated Appeal for Paden Public Schools
and Maud Independent School District 117 ("AR") at AROOOOI The relevant portions of the FCC Form
471s which Identify all ofthe School's service providers, including United Systems, are set forth at
AR00002-11.
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abrogate their responsibility for conducting a fair & open competitive bidding
process free from SP involvement.3

USAC, however, in its FCDL denials, failed to both identify the IP address match and the service

provider. By reaching this unsubstantiated and vague conclusion, the applicants and all service

providers4 associated with the applicable FCC Form 47ls were left in essence to guess and

decipher the meaning ofUSAC's denial.

The Schools appealed that denial decision.5 The Authorized School Representative for

Paden, Keith Kincade, explained that the former Superintendent of its school district, Jon

Dotson, submitted the FCC Form 470 from his computer.6 In fact, Mr. Kincade made a

concerted effort to locate Mr. Dotson and request a statement directly from him verifying the

veracity ofhis statements. Mr. Dotson's statement declared:

I personally, without interference or influence from any party submitted the Form
470. No invoice was submitted from any service provider on my school computer
during my tenure as Superintendent. (7/01/02-6/30105).7

Mr. Kincade also requested USAC to identify the IP address and the date and time that USAC

believed the FCC Form 470 was submitted so that Paden could investigate the allegation.8 No

3 AR00012-16 (paden); AROOOI7-21 (Maud).

4 USAC denied all FRNs for both schools that included telecommunications, Internet access and internal
connections and left not only United Systems, but also NTS Communications, OneNet, and Novell, Inc.
without E-rate funding.

5 AR00022-23 (paden submitted its appeal to USAC on Apri112, 2006); AR00024-25 (Maud submitted
its appeal to USAC on May 4, 2006).

6 AR00022.

7 AR00023..

8 AR00022. Specifically, Paden claimed "[w]e are confused as to the cause ofthese denials and wish to
have this decision reviewed and overturned. Furthermore, we want to know the IP address, date and time
that you show our application was submitted from so that we can perform some confirmation on our side.
There is no way that a service provider should have been able to submit our form 470 and in this age of
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record evidence as to the identity of the alleged matching IP address was ever proffered by

USAC.

Similarly, the Authorized School Representative for Maud, J.E. Pryor, fully explained

that for all E-rate years, its FCC Form 470 was "submitted from the same computer location, by

the same person, Judy McGee, in our District Administration office.,,9 In sum, the Schools

identified their employees who had submitted the FCC Form 470s and identified the location of

the computers used in submitting the FCC Form 470s to USAC.

USAC waited six months before clarifying its original FCDL denial decisions even

though USAC must have already been in possession of this "information" in reaching the

original denial. On September 18,2006 and October 9,2006, respectively, USAC sent letters to

the Schools alleging that the IP address from which the FCC Form 470s were submitted to

USAC was the same IP address from which one of the Schools' service providers, namely,

United Systems, submitted its Service Provider Invoices (FCC Forms 474).10 Clearly USAC

failed to consider the information filed in the Schools' appeals because, the letters sent by USAC

sought the same information that had previously been addressed by both Schools five months

earlier. Specifically, USAC sought the following information:

(1) Please provide the name and title and employer of the individual who filled out and
submitted [the FCC Form 470]. Please also provide that individual's contact information.

internet hacking, not to mention errors created by technology, we want to understand where this
information is coming from."

9 AR00024. Specifically, Maud claimed "[w]e do not understand the basis for this denial. Our Form 470
Application for all E-rate years has been submitted ..."

10 AR00026-27 (Letter from Pamela Tyler to Keith Kincade); AR00028- 29 (Letter from Kippy Piedici to
J.E. Pryor).
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(2) Please provide the specific location from which [the FCC Form 470] was filed and
submitted.

(3) If a Service Provider employee assisted in the filling out and/or submitting [the FCC
Form 470], please provide the name and title of the Service Provider's employee and
describe the assistance. Please also provide that individual's contact information.

(4) Please explain the reason for the IP address match. You may wish to work with your
Internet Service Provider to help provide the explanation. Please provide documentation
in support ofyour response. 11

Again, the Schools provided complete answers to each question and remained confused

and perplexed as to the issue of the IP address match. 12 With respect to their responses to

questions 1-3, the Authorized School Representatives again identified the individuals who filled

out and submitted the FCC Form 470s and the location of the computers that were used to

electronically transmit the FCC Form 470s to USAC, and unequivocally reiterated that no

service provider assisted in filling out or submitting the FCC Form 470s. 13

With respect to question 4, the Authorized School Representative for Maud submitted a

letter to USAC from one of its service providers, United Systems, which stated:

Since we knew the Schools filed their Form 470s, which made [USAC's]
accusation physically impossible, we searched for possible legitimate causes of
this condition. United Systems, Inc., uses OneNet as our Internet Service
Provider (ISP) and OneNet services many of our customers, including Maud
Public Schools. As with most ISPs, OneNet has standard ranges of public IP
addresses for their customers. This could create similarities between our IP
address and our customer's IP address. 14

11 I d.

12 AR00030-33 (Response ofD. Keith Kincade, dated Sept. 25,2006 to Pamela Tyler; AR00034-36
(Response of J.E. Pryor, dated Oct. 17,2006 to Kippy Piedici).

13 AR00030-31; AR00034.

14 AR00035.
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United Systems further stated that OneNet questioned whether USAC could track the

actual IP address associated with the submissions ofFCC Fonn 470s. Specifically, Alvin Myers,

President and COO, of United Systems requested an explanation from OneNet's Director of

Network Operations, Bill Johnson, as to whether such an IP address matching used by USAC

was technically feasible and accurate. IS Mr. Johnson stated that it would be impossible to track

the originating IP addresses in the manner that the SLD was attempting with 100% accuracy

because of caching and acceleration devices in place through the Internet. 16

The Authorized School Representative for Maud Public Schools also provided USAC

with copies of(1) an e-mail correspondence from Alvin Myers (United Systems) to Dolores

Kibbler that identifies OneNet as United System's ISP; (2) e-mail correspondence from Bill

Johnson to Dolores Kibbler explaining that OneNet provides Internet services for several

hundred schools in Oklahoma, each assigned some number of IP address, most beginning with

164.58.xxx.xxx or 156.11O.xxx.xxx; and (3) e-mail correspondence from Bill Johnson to Alvin

Myers that Ms. Kibbler had indicated that "some automatic system is indicating the same IP is

being indicated when different IPs were expected.,,17 The Authorized School Representative for

Paden similarly responded that it used OneNet, the same ISP as used by United Systems, but,

otherwise, had no explanation for the IP address match alleged by USAC. 18

15Id.

16Id.

17 AR00036.

18 AR00030.
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On November 15,2006, USAC issued Administrator's Decision on Appeal Letters

("ADLs") to both Paden and Maud. USAC, however, failed to provide similar notice to the

service provider, United Systems. With respect to the Paden ADL, USAC found:

• Upon review of the appeal letter, the relevant facts and documentation, it was determined
that the establishing Form 470 Number 475710000534753 for these requests was
submitted from an IP Address that United Systems, Inc. used to submit a service provider
invoice to USAC. United Systems, Inc. was also selected as a vendor on your District's
Form 471 Number 472766 FRNs 1302660 and 1302690. The establishing 470 for both
FRNs awarded to United Systems, Inc. is also Form 470 Number 475710000534753. In
accordance with the rules of the Support Mechanism, this is considered to be a conflict of
interest and is in violation of the competitive bidding guidelines. On appeal, you were
requested to provide documentation including an explanation for the IP address match.
On September 25, 2006, you responded that Paden Public Schools, Universal Systems
and One-Net, the Internet Service Provider, had no explanation for the IP address match.

• As is noted on the USAC website, applicants may not delegate the competitive evaluation
role to anyone associated with a service provider. A "Fair" competition means that "all
bidders are treated the same, and that no bidder has advance knowledge of the
information contained in the RFP." Applicants and services providers should not have a
relationship prior to competitive bidding ''that would unfairly influence the outcome of a
competition or would furnish the service provider with "inside" information or allow
them to unfairly compete in any way." A service provider, who will participate in the
competitive process as a bidder, cannot complete the Form 470. The above findings
indicate that the vendor was improperly involved in the competitive bidding process,
which is a violation of the rules of this Support Mechanism. You have failed to provide
evidence on appeal that USAC erred in its original decision. Consequently, your decision
is denied. 19

With respect to Maud ADL, USAC found:

• The Form 470 was submitted from an IP address that was also used to submit a Service
Provider (SP) invoice, indicating SP involvement in the Form 470. On October 9,2006,
the applicant was asked to provide details for the submission of the establishing Form
470 Number 548810000532934 forFRN 1310797. On October 17, 2006, the applicant
provided the name and location ofthe person submitting the referenced Form 470 and
indicated that there was no Service Provider involvement in the filing or submission of
that form. However, the applicant failed to provide an explanation for the IP address
match between the referenced Form 470 and Service Provider Invoices submitted by
United Systems (SPIN 143004698). Applicants cannot abrogate their responsibility for

19 AR00037-39.
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conducting a fair and open competitive bidding process free from SP involvement.
Therefore, the appeal for FRN 1310797 is denied.2o

STANDARD OF REVIEW

It is the Commission, not USAC, who has been delegated the authority by Congress to

make rules and set policy for USAC and the administration of all of its Support Mechanisms,

including the E-rate Program. The Commission appointed USAC to administer the schools and

libraries universal service support mechanism in 1998. USAC's authority to administer the E-

Rate Program is limited to implementing and applying the Commission's Part 54 rules and the

Commission's interpretations ofthose rules as found in agency adjudications.21 USAC is not

empowered to make policy, interpret any unclear rule promulgated by the Commission22 or to

create the equivalent of new guidelines.23 USAC is responsible for "administering the universal

support mechanisms in an efficient, effective, and competitively neutral manner.,,24 Furthermore,

USAC may not be impervious to any record fact.25

20 AR00040-41.

21 47 C.F.R. § 54.702(c).

22Id.

23 Changes to the Board ofDirectors ofthe Nat'l Exchange Carrier Ass 'n, Inc.,Third Report and
Order, 13 FCC Rcd 25058, 25066-67 (1998).

24 47 C.F.R. § 54.701(a).

25 The test for disqualification of an administrator from an adjudicatory proceeding on grounds ofbias or
the appearance ofbias is whether the arbiter has "demonstrably made up [his or her] mind about
important and specific factual questions and [is] impervious to contrary evidence." United Steelworkers of
America v. Marshall, 647 F.2d 1189, 1209,208 U.S. App. D.C. 60 (D.C. Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 453
U.S. 913 (1981). See also Lead Indus. Ass'n v. EPA, 647 F.2d 1130, 1178 (D.C.Cir. 1980) (It must be
shown that the arbiter is not "capable ofjudging a particular controversy fairly on the basis of its own
circumstances." Hortonville Joint Sch. Dist. No.1 v. Hortonville Educ. Ass'n, 426 U.S. 482, 493, 96 S.
Ct. 2308, 2314, 49 L. Ed. 2d 1 (1976), quoting United States v. Morgan, 313 U.S. 409, 421, 61 S. Ct. 999,
1004,85 L. Ed. 1429 (1941».
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Section 706 ofthe Federal Administrative Procedure Act C"APA") requires agency action to

be set aside if such action is "arbitrary, capricious, an abuse ofdiscretion, or otherwise not in

accordance with the law.,.26 Under this standard, ''the agency must examine the relevant data and

articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 'rational connection between the facts

found and the choice made.",27 Review under this standard must be "searching and careful,,28 and

must "assure that the agency has given reasoned consideration to all the material facts and issues.

1bis calls for insistence that the agency articulate with reasonable clarity its reasons for decision,

and identify the significance of the crucial facts.'.29

The Administrative Procedure Aceowas adopted so that administrative policies affecting

individual rights and obligations would be promulgated pursuant to certain stated procedures so as

to avoid inherently arbitrary nature ofunpublished ad hoc determinations.31 The FCC has

authorized USAC to make administrative decisions regarding Schools and Libraries funding

commitments and disbursements.32 Administrative decisions by USAC affect applicants and

service providers. USAC is required to "articulate a rational connection between the facts found

26 5 U.S.C. § 706(2)(a).

27 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n v. State Farm Mutual Auto Ins. Co., 463 U.S. 29,43 (1983)(quoting Burlington
TruckLines, Inc. v. United States, 371 U.S. 156, 168 (1962»; Earthlink, Inc. v. FCC, 462 F.3d 1, 9 (D.C. Cir.
2006).

28 Citizens to Preserve Overton Park, Inc. v. Volpe, 401 U.S. 402,416 (1971).

29 Greater Boston Television Corp. v. FCC, 444 F.2d 841, 851 (D.C. Cir. 1970).

30 5 U.S.C. §§ 551 et seq.

31 Morton v. Ruiz, 415 US 199 (1974).

32 .
47 U.S.C. §§ 54.719-54.725.
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and the choice made" when reaching a final funding decision.33 The Commission may overturn

an administrative decision by USAC where it finds that USAC acted in an arbitrary and

capricious manner.34

ARGUMENT

I. USAC EXCEEDED ITS AUTHORITY IN CONSTRUCTING A DENIAL
REASON HAVING NO BASIS IN FACT AND LAW

The Administrator exceeded its authority in this case by imposing its own expanded

interpretation of Commission precedent on the Schools and United Systems and creating new

guidelines that extend beyond the Commission's requirements for an open and fair competitive

bid process. Moreover, USAC exceeded its authority and acted in an arbitrary and capricious

manner by using a secretive investigative screening methodology that would appear to be more

appropriately deployed by law enforcement agencies with federal subpoena powers.35 Finally,

USAC acted in an arbitrary and capricious manner by (1) failing to provide due process to both

the applicants and service providers in not providing any factual evidence to support their finding

and in not providing United Systems with notice of the denial decisions, (2) failing to cite to any

33 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass 'n v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co.,463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983) (internal quotation
marks omitted).

34 See, Requestfor Review ofthe Decision ofthe Universal Service Administrative Company by Laurel
Hall School Hagerstown, Order, 16 FCC Red 7762, 7766 ~9 (CCB 2001) (finding that the SLD did not
act in an arbitrary and capricious manner); Requestfor Review ofa Decision ofthe Universal Service
Administrative Company by Tallulah Academy-Delta Christian School, Order, 17 FCC Red 4126 ~l0 (CCB
2002) (detennining that the SLD did not apply its rules in an arbitrary and capricious manner).

35 Neither Congress nor the Commission contemplated that USAC would engage in law enforcement type
of activities in administering the Commission's rules. However, this is exactly the path that USAC has
taken in creating a separate "law enforcement type" group in its former special investigations unit, now
known as the special compliance unit. USAC through its contractor has hired former law enforcement
officers to make site visits around the country under the guise of federal officials even though they are
employees of a non-federal agency. Such matters and types of investigations would appear to be better
left to more appropriate authorities such as USAC's Internal Audit Division, the Commission's Office of
Inspector General, or the United States Department of Justice.
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Commission Rule or Order violation, and (3) ignoring the record evidence provided by the

Schools and United Systems.36

II. USAC FAILED TO PROVIDE RECORD EVIDENCE THAT UNITED
SYSTEMS WAS IMPROPERLY INVOLVED IN THE COMPETITIVE
BID PROCESS AND FAILED TO PROVIDE DUE PROCESS TO THE
SCHOOLS AND SERVICE PROVIDERS

Contrary to USAC's denial justification, in its ADL issued to Maud, USAC expressly

makes a factual finding that Maud provided USAC the name and location of the person

submitting the FCC Fonn 470 and that Maud affinnatively denied service provider involvement

in the filing or submission of the FCC Fonn 470.37 Furthennore, USAC reached its decision (1)

without providing any record evidence of any specific IP address match, (2) without evidencing

previous conversations that it had with OneNet about the technical nature of identifying IP

addresses, and (3) without citing any specific Commission rule or policy violation or any other

federal, state or local rule violation. 38 In sum, USAC based its denials on one single finding,

namely that Maud and Paden both failed to provide an explanation for the IP address match,

which, in tum, indicated improper service provider involvement in the competitive bidding

process. These findings completely disregard the facts in the record and are based upon pure

conjecture. Neither the Schools nor United Systems should be required to prove a negative

based upon veiled infonnation.

36 This is not the fIrst time that an appeal has been fIled with the Commission because USAC used an IP
address match justifIcation to deny funding (1) without providing any factual evidence to support its
fmding and (2) ignoring contrary record evidence that the service provider did not participate in the
preparation or submission of the FCC Form 470. See Requestfor Review by Belfonte School District 50
ofAdministrator's Decision on Appeal, CC Docket No. 02-6 (fIled Nov. 222006).

37 AR00040.

38 A decision that is not supported by substantial evidence or where the agency has made a clear error in
judgment is reversible. See Kisser v. Cisneros, 14 F.3d 615,619 (D.C. Cir. 1994).
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USAC's appeal process proffered no due process for the Schools or the service providers.

First, as demonstrated in this Consolidated Appeal, USAC denied the Applications without a

specific finding or any proof that United Systems was actually and impermissibly involved in the

Schools' competitive bidding process. Second, USAC failed to provide United Systems with

notice of the denials. Third, in reaching this unsubstantiated decision to deny the Schools' FCC

Form 470s, USAC expressly voided all of the related FRNs featured on the Schools associated

FCC Form 471s.39

Accordingly, because USAC proffered no specific finding or any proof that United

Systems was actually and/or impermissibly involved in the Schools' competitive bidding

process, but still denied the Schools' appeals and E-Rate funding, and because USAC's denials

void E-Rate funding for services not only provided by United Systems, but also by other service

providers, USAC's actions failed to provide due process to the Schools and to the service

providers. The only fair process to be exercised now is by the Commission in overturning

USAC's denials and granting the funding.

III. USAC FAILED TO PROVE A COMMISSION RULE VIOLATION AND
FAILED TO CARRY ITS BURDEN OF PROVING A COMPETITIVE BID
VIOLATION PURSUANT TO COMMISSION ORDERS

39 The FCC Form 471s feature all of the service providers for which the Schools received and accepted
competitive bids. As a result, Paden not only loses E-rate funding for services provided by United
Systems, Paden also loses E-rate funding for services provided by Novell, Inc. (for basic maintenance of
internal connections), NTS Communications and Windstream Communications, Inc. (for
telecommunications service), and for OneNet (for Internet access). Likewise, Maud not only loses E-Rate
funding for services provided by United Systems, Inc., Maud also loses E-Rate funding for service
provided by Novell, Inc. (for basic maintenance of internal connections (which was subsequently
cancelled».
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In a line of decisions beginning with the Commission's Order in MasterMind,40 the

Commission has neither broadened nor sanctioned a new set of guidelines defining what

constitutes a competitive bidding violation. The Commission's Rules and Orders only require

that applicants must seek competitive bids; prepare, fill out, and sign their FCC Form 470s; not

abrogate their responsibility to the service provider during the competitive bidding process; and

comply with state and local procurement laws and regulations.

The burden lies with USAC, not the applicant and not the service provider, to prove a

rule violation.41 More specifically, in these cases USAC has the burden to demonstrate (1) that

there was an IP address match, (2) that the IP address match is accurate and based upon standard

industry practice, and, most importantly, (3) that the service provider was expressly involved in

the filing of the FCC Form 470, i.e., drafted or prepared the FCC Form 470 or had prior

knowledge of its content such as to provide it with a competitive advantage over other

prospective service providers. USAC failed to meet its burden as a matter of fact and law.

The competitive bidding process is one of the core Commission requirements for the E-

rate Program and one of its greatest deterrents against waste, fraud, and abuse. The Commission

adopted competitive bidding requirements at the onset of the E-rate Program in order to ensure

fiscal responsibility of the Universal Service Fund.42 The FCC Form 470 is the official E-rate

Applicant Request for Proposal ("RFP") for E-rate Services.43

40 Requestfor Review ofDecisions ofthe Universal Service Administrator by MasterMind Internet
Services, Inc., 16 FCC Red 4028 (2000) ("MasterMind').

41 See, e.g., Requestfor Review ofthe Decision ofthe Universal Service Administrator by Academy of
Careers and Technologies San Antonio, TX, et al. and Schools and Libraries Universal Service Support
Mechanism, Order, 21 FCC Red 5348, ~~1, 8 (2006).

42 Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, Report and Order, 12 FCC Red 8776, 9029, ~480
(1997) as corrected by Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, Errata, (DA 97-157), affirmed in
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The FCC Form 470 identifies the services sought by the applicant and identifies other

competitive bid requirements. Because it is the applicant's official RFP for E-rate purposes, the

Commission has adopted certain requirements that the applicant must follow to ensure that the

competitive bid process is fair and open. For example, the FCC Form 470 must be completed by

an applicant that will negotiate with prospective service providers and signed by a person

authorized to request the services on behalf of the applicant.44 The FCC Form 470 also requires

the applicant to name a contact person, who is responsible to speak to prospective service

providers as well as assist prospective service providers with obtaining a separately prepared

Request for Proposal, if applicable.45

These requirements were upheld in May of2000 by the Commission in its Mastermind

Order.46 In MasterMind, the Commission addressed the violation of competitive bidding

requirements in the E-rate Program for the first time. Specifically, the Commission upheld

USAC's denial ofall funding requests on which the service provider MasterMind appeared as

the featured service provider as well as the named contact person on the associated FCC Form

470s and signed the FCC Form 470s and FCC Form 471s associated with the funding requests.47

The Commission also noted that MasterMind also prepared RFPs that "were vague with respect

part, reversed in part and remanded in part sub nom. Texas Office ofPublic Utility Counsel v. FCC, 183
F.23d 393 (5th Cir. 1999).

43 Schools and Libraries Universal Service, Description ofServices Requested and Certification Form,
OMB 3060-0806 (FCC Form 470).

44 FCC Fo~ 470 Instructions at 19-20.

45 Id.

46 Requestfor Review ofDecisions ofthe Universal Service Administrator by MasterMind Internet
Services, Inc., 16 FCC Rcd 4028 (2000) ("MasterMincf').

47 Id. at 4030 ~4.
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to the services requested, failed to identify the school requesting the service, and did not contain

bid-close or reply dates, and that MasterMind instructed certain service providers to supply

MasterMind, rather than the Applicants, information regarding their services offered.,,48 In

upholding the integrity of the competitive bid process, the Commission found that "an applicant

violates the Commission's competitive bidding requirements when it surrenders control to a

service provider that participates in that bidding process.,,49 The Commission further found that

an open and fair competitive bidding process does not occur when the service provider is listed

as the contact person and participates in the bidding process.50

MasterMind and its progeny continue to generally hold that where a FCC Form 470 lists

a contact person for the applicant who is an employee or representative of a service provider, the

FCC Form 470 is per se defective.51 In the most recent MasterMind-type case, Dickenson, the

Commission interpreted the MasterMind precedent as follows:

In Mastermind Internet Services, Inc., the Commission held that, where an FCC
Form 470 lists a contact person who is an employee or representative of a service
provider, the FCC Form 470 is defective. The Commission observed that the
"contact person exerts great influence over an applicant's competitive bidding
process by controlling the dissemination of information regarding the services
requested." On this basis, the Commission found that ''when an applicant
delegates that power to an entity that also will participate in the bidding process as
a prospective service provider, the applicant irreparably impairs its ability to hold

48 Id. at 4031 fn. 22.

49 !d. at 4032 ~10.

50Id. at 4033 ~11.

51 Requestfor Review ofDecisions ofthe Universal Service Administrator by Dickenson County Public
Schools, Clintwood, Virginia, 17 FCC Red 15747 (WCB 2002) ("Dickenson"); Requestfor Review of
Decisions ofthe Universal Service Administrator by Consorcio de Escuelas y Bibliotechas de Puerto
Rico, San Juan, Puerto Rico, 17 FCC Red 13624 (WCB 2002) ("Consorcio"); Requestfor Review of
Decisions ofthe Universal Service Administrator by College Prep School ofAmerica, Lombard,
Illinois, 17 FCC Red 1738 (CCB 2002) ("College Prep"); Requestfor Review ofDecisions ofthe
Universal Service Administrator by A.R. Carethers SDA School, Houston, Texas., 16 FCC Red 6943
(CCB 2001) ("Carethers").
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a fair and open competitive bidding process." It concluded that "a violation of the
Commission's competitive bidding requirements has occurred where a service
provider that is listed as the contact person on the FCC Form 470 also participates
in the competitive bidding process as a bidder.,,52

However, most significant and applicable to the facts of this case is the finding by the

Commission in MasterMind that no competitive bidding violation occurred where (1) the

applications did not name a MasterMind employee as the contact person and (2) a MasterMind

employee did not sign the FCC Form 470 or FCC Form 471.53

In the instant case, USAC used a controversial investigative screening methodology, i.e.,

tracking IP addresses, without providing any proof that this method was legitimate, recognized

by industry-wide standards, accurate, or sanctioned by the Commission. Moreover, when Paden

requested specific facts, dates, IP addresses, and proofof the allegation,54 USAC turned a blind

eye toward them by not only failing to provide any substantiating evidence, but also by failing to

articulate or cite to any factual evidence or proof and rule violation in its denial reason.

Although USAC fails to cite to MasterMind or any other Commission rule or Order in

justifying its reason for denial,55 the facts contained in the various MasterMind line of cases can

be easily distinguished from the facts in this case. As stated above, in MasterMind, an employee

of the service provider MasterMind was listed as the contact person on the applicants' FCC Form

470s and this person prepared and distributed the RFPs to potential bidders. "In so doing, the

Applicants surrendered control of the bidding process to an employee ofMasterMind, a service

52 Dickenson, 17 FCC Rcd at 15748 ~3 (quoting MasterMind, 16 FCC Rcd at 4032).

53 Mastermind at 4034-5 ~14.

54 AR00022.

55 The only reason provided by USAC is the sweeping general statement that "Applicants cannot abrogate
their responsibility for conducting a fair and open competitive bidding process free from SP
involvement." See AR 00016; AR 00021.
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provider that not only participated in the bidding process, but also was awarded the service

contracts." 56 Similarly, in Carethers, the Commission concluded that the person listed as the

contact for a number of applicant schools in various states, Charles Scorpio, was an employee of,

or associated with, the service provider.57 The Commission further clarified its position

regarding improper relationships between service providers and applicants in College Prep,

Dickeson and Consorcio. In these cases, the contact person listed on the FCC Form 470s was an

employee or representative ofa service provider participating in the competitive bidding

process.58

The SLD ignored critical factual differences in this case from the MasterMind line of

cases. First, in MasterMind and its progeny, the Commission denied the applicants' requests for

funding because in each case an employee or representative ofthe service provider was listed as

the contact for the applicant. In this case, however, there is not one scintilla of evidence in the

record that United Systems is an employee or representative ofthe Schools. In addition, a

service provider was not listed as a contact on the Schools FCC Form 470s.

Nor did United Systems prepare and distribute RFPs on behalf of certain schools or

participate in any manner, other than as a neutral service provider, during the competitive

bidding process. There is not one scintilla of evidence that the authorized representatives ofboth

56 MasterMind, 16 FCC Red at 4033 ~10.

57 Carethers, 16 FCC Rcd at 6948-49 ~~8-9. The Commission based its conclusion on the fact that Scorpio
had an email address through the service provider, had the same address as the service provider, and the
contact person listed for the service provider in the SLD's database had the same last name as Scorpio.
The Commission concluded that Scorpio could not be an employee of the schools because the schools
were spread over a nwnber of states. It also was never disputed that Scorpio was an employee of the
service provider.

58 College Prep, 17 FCC Rcd at 1745 ~41; Dickenson, 17 FCC Rcd at 15749 ~4; Consorcio, 17 FCC Rcd at
13626-27 ~6. In College Prep, the contact person was an officer of a service provider and negotiated the
contracts with service providers on behalfof the applicant. In Dickenson and Consorcio, the contact
people listed on the applicants' FCC Form 470s were employees of a service provider.
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Paden and Maud ceded control in any way to United Systems or to any other service provider

pertaining to their E-rate funding requests. In fact, both Paden and Maud expressly stated in

their appeals and responses to USAC's supplemental questions during the appeal process that

there was ''NO'' service provider involvement in the competitive bidding process.59 Therefore,

USAC erred in its finding that there was any inappropriate service provider involvement by

United Systems.

Furthermore, unlike MasterMind and its progeny, Maud and Paden did not delegate the

task of disseminating information regarding the services requested to United Systems. Both

Paden and Maud undertook their own competitive bidding process in good faith, complied with

all federal, state and local rules, and considered all factors set forth under those rules.6o

Accordingly, Paden and Maud conducted a fair and open competitive bidding process and, as a

result, entered into the most cost-effective contract for services. Unlike the applicants in the

MasterMind line of cases, Paden's and Maud's bidding process was wholly consistent with the

public interest requirements underlying the integrity of the competitive bidding process.

Importantly, the SLD and USAC have not asserted that the competitive bidding process

undertaken by United Systems did not comply with the Commission's rules and state and local

competitive bidding requirements. USAC's sole focus was on its use of a controversial and

undisclosed and untested alleged IP address match. The conclusion drawn is that this IP address

match implicates United Systems as being involved in the competitive bidding process. USAC

concludes that this "is in violation of competitive bidding guidelines.,,61 Yet, USAC fails to cite

59 AR00022-23, AR00030 and AR00032 (Paden); AR00024 and AR00034 (Maud).

60Id.

61 AR00037. Although USAC reaches the same decision for both Maud and Paden, its rationale differs.
See AR00040. Neither ofUSAC's denial reasons cite to any specific rule violation nor make a nexus
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to any competitive bidding guidelines to support this improper conclusion. The reason it fails to

do so is both simple and clear - no such guidelines exist.

Furthermore, the facts in this case simply do not support such a conclusion. Indeed the

record indicates just the opposite, that the Schools employees submitted the FCC Form 470s to

USAC wholly without involvement of any service provider. USAC's reliance on a controversial,

undocumented and unsubstantiated investigative technique that lies outside the purview of its

administrative authority to prove that United Systems allegedly participated in the competitive

bidding process is wrong. There is not one shred of evidence in record of these cases to support

such a finding.

USAC failed to demonstrate through factual findings that United Systems was

improperly involved in the competitive bidding process through (1) signing the FCC Form 470,

(2) acting as the point of contact on the FCC Form 470, (3) preparing and issuing a FCC Form

470 or RFP that was not competitively neutral, i.e., seeking products and services that only were

tailored in favor ofone provider; (4) receiving the proposals, (5) controlling information flowing

from the applicant to other service providers, (6) assisting in the evaluation of the bids, (7)

providing advice and assistance with respect to competitors' bids, and/or (8) receiving the

applicant RFP prior to it being made available publicly.62 The mere suggestion of an IP address

match between an applicant filed form and a service provider form does not prove that the

competitive bidding process was tainted or violated in any way.

between the facts and the alleged rule/guideline violations. As Administrator of the E-rate Program,
USAC is responsible for clearly and expressly posting its Program guidelines and, especially its nebulous
competitive bid guidelines, on its website and in its training sessions and materials. A search for IP
address match on USAC's website yielded zero results.

62 See SLD Training Presentations for applicants and service providers on Enforcement and Program
Compliance for the FY 2002-2004, available at http://www.usac.org/sl/about/training-presentations/.
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USAC's attempt to create a nexus of service provider involvement through its contested

summary finding of an alleged IP address match fails. The holdings in the various MasterMind

cases cannot be used as a blunt instrument, or a bright line test, without regard to the individual

facts of a case. To do so misses the essential point - that the spirit and letter of the competitive

bidding process and rules were observed and the public interest was served by the bidding

process undertaken by Paden and Maud. The only fair result is to require USAC to engage in an

open and fair review process that provides due process to both the applicants and service

providers. The only fair and equitable result in these cases lies in the funding of these

applications.

IV. THE MERE ACT OF FILING A FORM IS CLERICAL IN NATURE AND
DOES NOT PER SE EQUATE TO A COMMISSION RULE VIOLATION
OR COMPETITIVE BIDDING VIOLATION

Even, assuming arguendo, if an applicant were to use a service provider's computer to

file its FCC Fonn 470, this simple act, in and of itself, cannot equate to a competitive bid

violation. The Commission correctly and clearly found in Mastermind that the applicants had

engaged in a competitive bid violation when they ceded control of their competitive bid

processes, i.e., signing applications, accepting and evaluating bids, and acting as the contact

person on the FCC Fonn 470 to the service provider featured on their FCC Fonn 470s~

The simple task of filing a fonn is clerical and perfunctory in nature as is demonstrated

by the hundreds of thousands of Commission Fonns and letters processed by USAC on an

annual basis. Even the manner in which they are filed is clerical in nature, e.g., some are mailed,

some are submitted via electronic submission, and others are sent via overnight delivery services.

To track one fonn of filing to the exclusion of others equates to a discriminatory practice or

procedure.
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On the other hand, being responsible for the competitive bid process is anything but

clerical and perfunctory in nature. The individuals who oversee the competitive bid process are

required to understand not only state and local procurement rules and procedures for their

respective schools or libraries, but also the Commission's federal rules and procedures and

USAC's programmatic rules and procedures-an extraordinary responsibility and burden given

all of the other responsibilities that these school and library Administrators carry. Surely it was

not Congress' intent in creating the E-rate Program or the Commission's intent in issuing the

Mastermind Order to bog down the review of applications and flow of advanced

communications services to schools and libraries across America serving our nation's children

by investigating whether there is a match in an IP address or who paid for the postage for the

letters.

USAC's focus should not be on how the Schools file or where they file, but whether they

engaged in an open and fair competitive bid process. As demonstrated above, USAC has failed

to meet its burden. USAC's Administrative Record clearly establishes that the Schools were

responsible for the preparation and filing of their FCC Form 470s and that there was no

involvement by any service provider, including United Systems, in the competitive bidding

process. USAC cannot be allowed to disregard its own record in these cases and make decisions

based on its own suppositions.

CONCLUSION

In rendering its decision, we respectfully request that the Commission grant these appeals

and find that the Administrative Record unequivocally demonstrates that the Schools were solely

responsible for the competitive bidding process. The Commission also should find that USAC

has failed to meet its burden in proving that there was any improper service provider

21



involvement that rose to a level of tainting or violating the competitive bidding process. Further,

the Commission should establish a clear standard of review to be followed by USAC and the

SLD to ensure that the due process rights of all schools and libraries and service providers are

met. Finally, the Commission should order USAC to take immediate action in defining oversight

and management of its appeal process and special compliance review because, as these cases

aptly demonstrate, these processes involving the Schools and Libraries Division are in need of

restructuring and serve only to bog down the review ofapplications and flow of advanced

communications services to schools and libraries across America serving our nation's children.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ _
Alvin Myers
United Systems, Inc.
4335 N. Classen
Oklahoma City, OK 73118
(405) 523~-........,.....,

/s/ '----:~~~~-_JL..!;2~::::...-

J.E. Pryor
Maud Independent School
District 117
306 WMain St
Maud, OK 74854
(405) 374-2416

/s/ _
Keith Kincade
Paden Independent School
District 14
10th and Elm St
Paden, OK 74860
(405) 932-5053

Counsel to United Systems, Inc.

January 16, 2007
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Douglas Everette, certify on this 16th day of January, 2007, a copy of the foregoing

Consolidated Request for Review has been served via electronic mail or first class mail, postage

pre-paid, to the following:

Michelle Carey
Senior Legal Advisor to Chairman Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
Michelle.Carey@fcc.gov

Marcus Maher
Legal Counsel to the Bureau Chief
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
Marcus.Maher@fcc.gov

Gina Spade
Assistant Division Chief
Telecommunications Access Policy Division
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
Gina.Spade@fcc.gov

Letter ofAppeal
Schools and Libraries Division-Correspondence
Unit
100 S. Jefferson Road
P.O. Box 902
Whippany, NJ 07981

4851742.03
-i-

Thomas Navin
Bureau Chief
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
Thomas.Navin@fcc.gov

Jeremy Marcus
Division Chief
Telecommunications Access Policy Division
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 1ih Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
Jeremy.Marcus@fcc.gov

/s/ Douglas Everette



Applications Implicated by Consolidated Appeal

Paden Public 472668 1302225 2005 475710000534753 Wmdstream Communications,
Schools Inc.

143030766

1302241 2005 475710000534753 NfS Communications, Inc.
143001173

1302253 2005 475710000534753 OneNet (Oklahoma State
Regents).
143015254

Paden Public 472766 1302660 2005 475710000534753 United Systems, Inc.
Schools 14300004698

1302690 2005 475710000534753 Novell, Inc.
143004863

Maud 475214 1310797 2005 548810000532934 United Systems, Inc.
Independent 143004698
School
District 117

4852518
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471 Information

FCC Form 471

I
D.9;~:~ii,Ji,i)f:)1S:~t~.~.

·'.'----------"

Page 1 of7

Apprc

Schools and Libraries Universal Service
Description ofServices Ordered and Certification Form 471

Estimated Average Burden Hours per Response: 4 hours
This form asks schools and libraries to list the eligible telecommunications-related services they have ordered and estimate the annual charges for tt

Fund Administrator can set aside sufficient support to reimburse providers for services.
Please read instructions before beginning this application. (You can also file online at www.sl.unlversalservlce.org

The instructions include information on the deadlines for filing this application.

Applicant's Form Identifier
(Create your own code to Identify THIS Paden-YR8-1
form 471)

Form 471 Application#
(To be assigned by administrator)

472668

Block 1: Billed EntIty Information (The "Billed Entity" is the entity paying the bills for the service listed on this form.)

1a Name of
Billed Entity PADEN INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 14

2a Funding Year. July 2005 Through June 30: 2006
1, Billed Entity Number.140366

Street Address,
48 P.O. Box, 10TH AND ELM STREETS

or Routing Number

City

State

PADEN

OK Zip Code 74860

5 a Type of
Application

6 Contact
Person's
Name'

D Individual School (individual public or non-public school) .

~ School District (LEA; public or non-public [e.g. dlocesanjlocaJ district representing mUltiple schools)o Library ( including library system, library outletlbranch or library consortium as defined under LSTA)o Consortium D Check here if any members of this consortium are ineligible or non-govemmental entities)

Jon Dotson

First, if the'Contact Person's Street Address is the same as in Item 4, check this box..J If not, please complete the entries for the Street A

Street Address,
b P.O. Box, 10TH AND ELM STREETS

or Routing Number

City

State

PADEN

OK Zip Code 74860

Page 1 of7

Entity Number

Contact Person

140366

Jon Dotson

047001010

. Applicant's Form Identifier

Phone Number

FCC Form 471 - Nov

Paden-YR8-1
405-932-5053

http://www.sl:universalservice.orgIFY3._Fonn471IFY8_471PrintInfo.asp?Fonn471ID=472... 1I10/2007
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471 Infonnation Page 3 of7

FRN: 1302225 FCDL Date: 03/08/2006
10. Original FRN:
11. Category of Service: Telecommunications ~2. 470 Application Number: 475710000534753
Service
13. SPIN: 143030766 14. Service Provider Name: Windstream

Communications, Inc.
1Sa. Non-Contracted tariffed/Month to Month 15b. Contract Number: MTM
Service:
15c. Covered under State Master Contract: 15d. FRN from Previous Year:
16a. Biliina Account Number: 100030425 16b. Multiple Billing Account Numbers?:
17. Allowable Contract Date: 02115/2005 18. Contract Award Date:
19a. Service Start Date: 07/01/2005 19b. Service End Date: 06/30/2006

O. Contract Expiration Date:
1. Attachment #: A 122. Block 4 Worksheet No.: 683997
3a. Monthly Charges: $123.12 123b. Ineligible monthly amt.: $.00
3c. Ellalble monthlv amt.: $123.12 123d. Number of months of service: 12
3e. Annual Dre-dlscount amount for eligible recurring charges ( 23c x 23d): $1,4n.44
3f. Annual non-recurring (one-time) charges: 0 123g. Ineligible non-recurring amt.: 0
3h. Annual Dre-dlscount amount for eligible non-recurring charges ( 23f - 23g): $0.00
31. Total program year pre-discount amount ( 23e + 23h): $1,4n.44
3j. % discount (from Block 4): 87
3k. Funding Commitment Reauest ( 231 x 23]): $1,285.37

IFRN: 1302241 FCDL Date: 03/08/2006
10. Original FRN:
11. Category of Service: Telecommunications ~2. 470 Application Number: 475710000534753
Service
13. SPIN: 143001173 ~4. Service Provider Name: NTS Communications,

Inc.
~Sa. Non-Contracted tariffedlMonth to Month ~5b. Contract Number: MTM
Service:
15c. Covered under State Master Contract: 15d. FRN from Previous Year:
16a. Billing Account Number: 4059325053 16b. MultiDle BIlling Account Numbers?:
7. Allowable Contract Date: 02115/2005 18. Contract Award Date:
9a. Service. Start Date: 07/01/2005 9b. Service End Date: 06/30/2006
O. Contract Expiration Date:
1. Attachment #: B :2. Block 4 Worksheet No.: 683997
~a. Monthly Charges: $198.33 3b. Ineligible monthly amt.: $.00
3c. Eligible monthlv amt.: $198.33 3d. Number of months of service: 12
3e. Annual pre-discount amount for eligible recurring charges ( 23c x 23d): $2,379.96
3f. Annual non-recurrlna (one-time) charges: 0 1230. Ineligible non-recurring amt.: 0
3h. Annual pre-discount amount for eligible non-recurring charges ( 231 - 23a): $0.00
31. Total program year pre-discount amount ( 238 + 23h): $2,379.96
3i. % discount (from Block 4): 87
3k. Fundina Commitment Reauest ( 23i x 231): $2 070.57

I=RN: 1302253 FCDL Date: 03/08/2006
O. Original FRN:
1. Cateaory of Service: Internet Access 112.470 ADDlication Number: 475710000534753

http://www.sl.universalservice.orgIFY3_Form471/FY8_471Printlnfo.asp?Form471ID=472... 1I10/2007
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471 Information Page4of7

~3. SPIN: 143015254 14. Service Provider Name: OneNet (Oklahoma
State Reaents)

~5a. Non-Contracted tariffed/Month to Month ~5b. Contract Number: MTM
Service:
15c. Covered under State Master Contract: Sd. FRN from Previous Year:
168. Billing Account Number: 405-932-4465 6b. Multlole Blllina Account Numbers?:
17. Allowable Contract Date: 02115/2005 8. Contract Award Date:
9a. Service Start Date: 07/01/2005 9b. Service End Date: 06/30/2006
o. Contract Exolratlon Date:
1. Attachment #: C 2. Block 4 Worksheet No.: 683997
3a. Monthlv Charges: $1,028.00 3b. Ineligible monthIv amt.: $.00
3c. Eligible monthlv amt.: $1.028.00 3d. Number of months of service: 12
3e. Annual Dre-dlscount amount for eligible recurring charges (23c x 23d): $12.336.00
3f. Annual non-recurring (one·time) charges: f3g. Ineligible non-recurring amt.: 0

1100
3h. Annual ore-discount amount for eliaible non-recurring charaes t 23f - 23«:1): $1,100.00
31. Total oroaram year ore·dlscount amount (23e + 23h): $13,436.00
3j. % discount (from Block 4\: 87
3k. Fundina Commitment Reauest t 231 x 23il: $11,689.32

Block 6: Certifications and Signature

D.f.'''ci :-;-":,.."'-0" -'-;-'- '''~'-; -,-,

1

_on ~wnte 1lj tfdS ~r.ea;

Application ID:472668

"

Entity 140366 Applicant's Form Paden-YR8-1
Number Identifier
Contact Jon Phone Number 405-932-
Person Dotson 5053

Block 6: Certifications and Signature

24. (;!i I certify that the entities listed in Block 4 of this application are eligible for support because they are: (check
one or both)

~
schools under the statutory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the No Child Left

a. Behind Act of 2001,20 U.S.C. Sees. 7801(18) and (38), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,

D
and do not have endowments exceeding $50 million; and/or

b. libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
Library Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose
budgets are completely separate from any schools including, but not limited to elementary, secondary
schools, colleges, or universities

25. ~ I certify that the entity I represent or the entities listed on this application have secured access, separately or
through this program, to all of the resources, including computers. training, software, internal connections,
maintenance, and electrical capacity, necessary to use the services purchased effectively. I recognize that
some of the aforementioned resources are not eligible for support. I certify that the entities I represent or the
entities listed in this application have secured access to all of the resources to pay the discounted charges for
eligible services from funds to which access has been secured in the current funding year. I certify that the
Billed Entity will pay the non-cliscount portion of the cost of the goods and services to the service provider(s).

http://www.sl.universalservice.orgIFY3_Fonn471IFY8_471PrintInfo.asp?Fonn471ID=472...1/10/2007
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471 Information Page 5 of7

$7,248.14

$2,248.14
$5,000.00

$17,293.40

$15,045.26b.

e.

a.

d.

Total funding year pre-discount amount on this Fonn 471 (Add the entities
from Item 231 on all Block 5 Discount Funding Requests.)

Total funding commitment request amount on this Fonn 471 (Add the
entities from Items 23K on all Block 5 Discount Funding Requests.)

Total applicant non-discount share (Subtract Item 25b from Item 258.)

Total budgeted amount allocated to resources not eligible for E-rate support
----------

Total amount necessary for the applicant to pay the non-discount share of
the services requested on this application AND to secure access to the
resources necessary to make effective use of the discounts. (Add Items
25c and 25d.)

f. D Check this box if you are receiving any of the funds in Item 25e directly
from a service provider listed on any Fonns 471 filed by this Billed Entity for
this funding year, or if a service provider listed on any of the Fonns 471
filed by this Billed Entity for this funding year assisted you in locating funds
in Items 25e.

c.

28. II I certify that all of the schools and libraries or library consortia listed in Block 4 of this application are covered
by technology plans that are written, that cover all 12 months of the funding year, and that have been or will
be approved by a state or other authorized body, and an SLD-certified technology plan approver, prior to the
commencement of service. The plans are written at the following Ievel(s):

a. D an individual technology plan for using the services requested in this application; and/or
b. ~ higher-level technology plan(s) for using the services requested in this application; or
c. D no technology plan needed; applying for basic local, cellular, PCS, and/or long distance telephone

. service and/or voice mail only.

27. ~ I certify that I posted my Fonn 470 and (if applicable) made my RFP available for at least 28 days before
considering all bids received and selecting a service provider. I certify that all bids submitted were carefully
considered and the most cost-effective service offering was selected, with price being the primary factor
considered, and Is the most cost-effective means of meeting educational needs and technology plan goals.

. r .•. _.' 'J),: ,~lf 7: O':~'.(l,·, ·::0· ..· pT ".
28. ~ I certify that the entity responsible for selecting the service provider(s) has reviewed all applicable FCC, state,

and local procurement/competitive bidding requirements and that the entity or entities listed on this application
have·complied with them.

30. ~

29. M I certify that the services the applicant purchases at discounts provided by 47 U.S.C. Sec. 254 will be used
solely for educational purposes and will not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any
other thing of value, except as permitted by the Commission's rules at 47 C.F.R. Sec. 54.500(k). Additionally, I
certify that the Billed Entity has not received anything of value or a promise ofanything of value, other than
services and equipment requested under this form, from the service provider(s) or any representative or agent
thereof or any consultant in connection with this request for services.

I certify that I and the entity(ies) I represent have compiled with all program rules and I acknowledge that
failure to do so may result in denial of discount funding and/or cancellation of funding commitments. There are
signed contracts covering all of the services listed on this Form 471 except for those services provided under
non-contracted tariffed or month-to-month arrangements. I acknowledge that failure to comply with program
rules.could result in civil or criminal prosecution by the appropriate law enforcement authorities.

31. ~

32. ~

I acknowledge that the discount level used for shared services is conditional, for future years, upon ensuring
that the most disadvantaged schools and libraries that are treated as sharing in the service, receive an
appropriate share of benefits from those services.

I certify that I will retain required documents for a period of at least five years after the last day of service
delivered. I certify that I will retain all documents necessary to demonstrate compliance with the statute and
Commission rules regarding the application for, receipt of, and delivery of services receiving schools and

http://www.sLuniversalservice.orgIFY3_Form471IFY8_471PrintInfo.asp?Form471ID=472.. 1/10/')007
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471 Information

FCC Form 471

Page 1 of7

Apprc

Schools and Libraries Universal Service
Description ofServices Ordered and Certification Form 471

Estimated Average Burden Hours per Response: 4 hours
This form asks schools and libraries to list the eligible telecommunications-related services they have ordered and estimate the annual charges for It

Fund Adminislrator can set aside suffident support to reimburse providers for services.
Please read Instructions before begiMlng this application. (You can also file online at www.sl.unlversalservlce.olll

The Instructions Include Infonnatlon on the deadlines for filing this application.

Applicant's Form Identifier
(Create your own code to identify THIS Paden-YR8-2
form 471)

Form 471 Application#
(To be assigned by administrator)

472766

Block 1: Billed Entity Information (The "Billed Entity" Is the entity paying the bills for the service listed on this form.)

1a Name of
Billed Entity PADEN INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 14

2a Funding Year: July 2005 Through June 30: 2006
1, Billed Entity Number:140366

Street Address,
4 a P.O. Box, 10TH AND ELM STREETS

or Routing Number

City

State

PADEN

OK Zip Code 74860

5 a Type of
Application

6 Contact
Person's
Name

D Individual School (Individual public or non-public school) .

~School District (LEA; public or non-public (e.g. diocesan] local district representing mUltiple schools)

D library ( including library system, library outlet/branch or library consortium as defined under lSTA)

D ConsortIum D Check here if any members of this consortium are ineligible or non-governmental entities)

Jon Dotson

Rrst, if the Contact Person's Street Address is the same as in Item 4. check this box. ..-J If not, please complete the entries for the Street A

Street Address,
b P.O. Box, 10TH AND ELM STREETS

or Routing Number

City

State

PADEN

OK Zip Code 74860

Page 1 of7

Entity Number
Contact Person

140366
Jon Dotson

Applicanfs Form Identifier
Phone Number

FCC Form 471 - Nov

Paden-YR8-2
405-932-5053

http://www.sl.umversalservice.org!FY3_Form4711FY8_471PrintInfo.asp?Form471ID=472... 1/10/2007
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471 Information Page 3 of7

FRN: 1302660 FCDL Date: 03108/2006
10. Original FRN:
11. Category of Service: Basic Maintenance of ~2. 470 Application Number: 475710000534753
Internal Connections
13. SPIN: 143004698 14. Service Provider Name: United Systems, Inc.
1Sa. Non-Contracted tariffed/Month to Month ~5b. Contract Number: Paden-US-YR8-1c
Service:
15c. Covered under State Master Contract: 15d. FRN from Previous Year:
16a. Blllina Account Number: 405-932-4465 6b. Multiple Billing Account Numbers?:
7. Allowable Contract Date: 02115/2005 18. Contract Award Date: 02116/2005
9a. Service Start Date: 07/01/2005 9b. Service End Date:
O. Contract Expiration Date: 09/30/2006
1. Attachment #: A 2. Block 4 Worksheet No.: 684210
3a. Monthly Charges: $.00 3b. Ineligible monthly amt.: $.00
3c. Eliaible monthlv amt.: $0.00 3d. Number of months of service: 12
3e. Annual pre-dlscount amount for eligible recurring charges ( 230 x 23c1): $0.00
31. Annual n~n-recurring(one-time) charges: F' Ineligible non-recurring amt.: 0
2050
3h. Annual pre-discount amount for eliaible non-recurrina charaes ( 23f - 23g): $22.050.00
3i. Total Droaram year pre-discount amount ( 23e + 23h): $22,050.00
3i. % discount (from Block 4): 87
3k. Fundina Commitment Reauest (23i x 23j): $19,183.50

RN: 1302690 FCDL Date: 03/08/2006
O. Oriainal FRN:
1. Category of Service: Basic Maintenance of ~2. 470 Application Number: 475710000534753

Internal Connections
13. SPIN: 143004863 14. Service Provider Name: Novell. Inc.
~Sa. Non-Contracted tariffed/Month to Month ~5b. Contract Number: N/A
!Service:
15c. Covered under State Master Contract: 5d. FRN from Previous Year:
16a. Billing Account Number: 405-932-4465 6b. Multiple Billing Account Numbers?:
117. Allowable Contract Date: 0211512005 8. Contract Award Date: 02116/2005
19a. Service Start Date: 07/01/2005 9b. Service End Date:

O. Contract EXDiration Date: 09/30/2006
1. Attachment #: A 2. Block 4 Worksheet No.: 684210
3a. Monthlv Charaes: $.00 3b. Ineligible monthlv amt.: $.00
30. Eligible monthly amt.: $0.00 3d. Number of months of service: 12
3e. Annual Dre-discount amount for eligible recurrina charaes ( 230 x 23d): $0.00
31. Annual non-recurring (one-time) charges: 3g.lneligible non-recurring amt.: 207.7

1000
3h. Annual pre-discount amount for eligible non-recurring charges ( 23f - 23a): $792.30
!3i. Total program year pre-dlscount amount ( 23e + 23h): $792.30
31. % discount (from Block 4): 87
!3k. Funding Commitment Reauest ( 231 x 23]): $689.30

http://www.s1.universalservice.orgIFY3_Form471IFY8_471Printlnfo.asp?Form471ID=472... 1/10/.-007
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471 Information

Block 6: Certifications and Signature

Page4of7

Application ID:472766 I
Entity
Number
Contact
Person

140366

Jon
Dotson

Applicant's Form
Identifier

Phone Number

Paden-YR8-2

405-932
5053

Block 6: Certifications and Signature

$7,969.50

$2,969.50
$5,000.00

$22.842.30

$19.872.80

24. ~

a.

b.

25. ~

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

I certify that the entitles listed In Block 4 of this application are eligible for support because they are: (check
one or both)

schools under the statutory deflnitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the No Child Left
~ Behind Act of 2001.20 U.S.C. Sees. 7801(18) and (38), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,

and do not have endowments exceeding $50 million; andloro 6braries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the
Library Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose
budgets are completely separate from any schools including, but not limited to elementary, secondary
schools, colleges, or universities

I certify that the entity I represent or the entities listed on this application have secured access, separately or
through this program, to all of the resources, inclUding computers, training, software, internal connections,
maintenance, and electrical capacity, necessary to use the services purchased effectively. I recognize that
some of the aforementioned resources are not eligible for support. I certify that the entities I represent or the
entities listed in this application have secured access to all of the resources to pay the discounted charges for
eligible services from funds to which access has been secured In the current funding year. I certify that the
Billed Entity will pay the non-dlscount portion of the cost of the goods and services to the service provlder(s).

Total funding year pre-dlscount amount on this Form 471 (Add the entities
from Item 231 on all Block 5 Discount Funding Requests.)

Total funding commitment request amount on this Form 471 (Add the
entitles from Items 231< on all Block 5 Discount Funding Requests.)

Total applicant non-discount share (Subtract Item 25b from Item 25a.)

Total budgeted amount allocated to resources not eligible for E-rate support

----------Total amount necessary for the applicant to pay the non-discount share of
the services requested on this application AND to secure access to the
resources necessary to make effective use of the discounts. (Add Items
25c and 25d.)

f. o Check this box if you are receiving any of the funds in Item 25e directly
from a service provider listed on any Forms 471 filed by this Billed Entity for
this funding year, or ifa service provider listed on any of the Forms 471
filed by this Billed Entity for this funding year assisted you In locating funds
in Items 25e.

26. ~ I certify that all of the schools and libraries or Hbrary consortia listed in Block 4 of this application are covered
by technology plans that are written, that cover all 12 months of the funding year, and that have bee,n or will
be approved by a state or other authorized body, and an SLD-certified technology plan approver, pnor to the
commencement of service. The plans are written at the following tevel(s):

a. D an individual technology plan for using the services requested in this application; andlor
b. ~ higher-level technology plan(s) for using the services requested in this application; or
c. 0 . no technology plan needed; applying for basic local, cellular, PCS, andlor long distance telephone

http://www.s1.universalservice.orgIFY3_Form4711FY8_471PrintInfo.asp?Fonn471ID=472...l/10..007
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471 Infonnation

FCC Form 471

Page 1 of7

Apprc

Schools and Ubrarles Universal Service
Description ofServices Ordered and Certification Form 471

Estimated Average Burden Hours per Response: 4 hours
This form asks schools and libraries to list the eligible telecommunications-related services they have ordered and estimate the annual charges for tt

Fund Administrator can set aside sufficient support to reimburse providers for services.
Please read instructions before beginning this application. (You can also file online at www.sl.unlversalservice.org

The Instructions include information on the deadlines for filing this application.

Applicant's Form Identifier
(Create your own code to identify THIS Maud-Yr8-471 b
form 471)

Form 471 Application#
(To be assigned by administrator)

475214

Block 1: Billed Entity Information (The "Billed Entity" is the entity paying the bills for the service listed on this form.)

1 a Name of
Billed Entity MAUD INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 117

2a Funding Year: July 2005 Through June 30: 2006
1, Billed Entity Number:140360

Street Address.
4 a P.O. Box, 306 W. MAIN, P.O. BOX 130

or Routing Number

City

State

MAUD

OK Zip Code 74854 0130

5 a Type of
Application

6 Contact
Person's
Name

o Individual School (individual public or non-public school)

~ School District (LEA; public or non-public [e.g. diocesanllocal district representing mul~ple schools)

D Library ( inclUding library system, library outlet/branch or library consortium as defined under LSTA)

D Consortium 0 Check here If any members of this consortium are ineligible or non-govemmental entitles)

J.E. Pryor

First, if the Contact Person's Street Address Is the same as in Item 4. check this box. [] If not. please complete the entries for the Street A

Street Address.
b P.O. Box. P.O. Box 130

or Routing Number

City

State

MAUD

OK Zip Code 74854 0130

Page 1 of7

Entity Number

Contact Person

140360

J.E. Prvor

047001010

Applicanfs Form Identifier

Phone Number

FCC Form 471 - Nov

Maud-Yr8-471b
405-374-2416

http://www.sl.universalservice.orgIFY3_Form471IFY8_471PrintInfo.asp?Form471ID=475...1/10/2007
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471 Information Page 3 of7

-"
FRN: 1310797 FCDL Date: 03/08/2006
110. Oriainal FRN:
11. Category of Service: Basic Maintenance of 12.470 Application Number: 548810000532934
Internal Connections
13. SPIN: 143004698 4. Service Provider Name: UnIted Systems, Inc.
1sa. Non-Contracted tariffed/Month to Month 15b. Contract Number: Maud-US-YR8-1c
Service:
15c. Covered under State Master Contract: 5d. FRN from Previous Year:
116a. Billing Account Number: 405-374-2416 6b. Multiple Billina Account Numbers?:
17. Allowable Contract Date: 02109/2005 8. Contract Award Date: 02109/2005
19a. Service Start Date: 07/01/2005 9b. Service End Date:

O. Contract Expiration Date: 09/30/2006
1. Attachment #: A 122. Block 4 Worksheet No.: 689829
3a. Monthlv Charaes: $.00 123b. Ineligible monthly amt.: $.00
3c. Eliaible monthly amt.: $0.00 123d. Number of months of service: 12
3e. Annual pre-discount amount for eliGible recurring charges ( 23c x 23d): $0.00
31. Annual non-recurring (one-time) charges: 3g.lneligible non-recurring amI.: 0
3900
3h. Annual pre-discount amount for elialble non-recurrinG charGes (23f - 23G): $43,900.00
3i. Total proaram vear pre-dlscount amount ( 23e + 23h): $43,900.00
31. % discount (from Block 4): 90
3k. Funding Commitment Request ( 231 x 23il: $39,510.00

FRN: 1310836 FCDL Date: 03/08/2006
10. Orialnal FRN:
11. Cateaory of Service: Internal Connections 2.470 Application Number: 548810000532934
13. SPIN: 143004863 4. Service Provider Name: Novell, Inc.
1sa. Non-Contracted tariffedIMonth to Month 15b. Contract Number: N/A
Service:
15c. Covered under State Master Contract: 15d. FRN from Previous Year:
16a. Billina Account Number: 405-374-2416 6b. Multiple BiIIlna Account Numbers?:
17. Allowable Contract Date: 02/09/2005 18. Contract Award Date: 02/09/2005

9a. Service Start Date: 07/01/2005 9b. Service End Date:
O. Contract Expiration Date: 06/30/2006
1. Attachment #: A :2. Block 4 Worksheet No.: 689829
3a. Monthlv Charges: $.00 3b. Ineliaible monthlv amt.: $.00
3c. EliGible monthlv amI.: $0.00 3d. Number of months of service: 12
3e. Annual pre-discount amount for eligible recurrina charGes ( 23c x 23d): $0.00
3f. Annual non-recurring (one-time).charges: 3g. Ineligible non-recurring amt.: 0

1000
3h. Annual pre-dlscount amount for eliGible non-recurrinG charges ( 23f - 230): $1.000.00
3i. Total prOGram vear pre-discount amount ( 23e + 23h): $1,000.00
3i. % discount (from Block 4): 90
3k. Funding Commitment Request ( 231 x 231): $900.00

A .- ,~ ._.

Block 6: Certifications and Signature

http://www.sl.universalservice.orgIFY3_Form4711FY8_471PrintInfo.asp?Form471ID=475...1/10/2007
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471 Information Page 4 of7

Application 10:475214
..~ . 1

Entity
Number
Contact
Person

140360

J.E.
Pryor

Applicant's Form
Identifier

Phone Number

Maud-Yr8-471b

405-374
2416

Block 6: Certifications and Signature

24. ~

a.

b.

I certify that the entities listed in Block 4 of this application are eligible for support because they are: (check
one or both)

schools under the staMory definitions of elementary and secondary schools found in the No Child Left
~ Behind Act of 2001,20 U.S.C. Secs. 7801(18) and (38), that do not operate as for-profit businesses,

and do not have endowments exceeding $50 million; and/or
D libraries or library consortia eligible for assistance from a State library administrative agency under the

Library Services and Technology Act of 1996 that do not operate as for-profit businesses and whose
budgets are completely separate from any schools Including, but not limited to elementary, secondary
schools. colleges, or universities

25. ~ I certify that the entity I represent or the entities listed on this application have secured access, separately or
through this program, to all of the resources. including computers. training. software, internal connections,
maintenance, and electrical capacity, necessary to use the services purchased effectively. I recognize that
some of the aforementioned resources are not eligible for support. I certify that the entities I represent or the
entities listed in this application have secured access to all of the resources to pay the discounted charges for
eligible services from funds to which access has been secured in the current funding year. I certify that the
Bille<! Entity will pay the non-discount portion of the cost of the goods and services to the service provider(s).

$4,490.00

$4,490.00
$0.00

$44,900.00

$40,410.00b.

Total funding year pre-cliscount amount on this Form 471 (Add the entities
from Item 231 on all Block 5 Discount Funding Requests.)

Total funding commitment request amount on this Form 471 (Add the
entities from Items 23K on all Block 5 Discount Funding Requests.)

Total applicant non-dlscount share (Subtract Item 25b from Item 25a.)

Total bUdgeted amount allocated to resources not eligible for E-rate support
----------

Total amount necessary for the applicant to pay the non-discount share of
the services requested on this application AND to secure access to the
resources necessary to make effective use of the discounts. (Add Items
25c and 25d.)

f. D Check this box If you are receiving any of the funds in Item 25e dlrecUy
from a service provider listed on any Forms 471 filed by this Billed Entity for
this funding year, or if a service provider listed on any of the Forms 471
filed by this Billed Entity for this funding year assisted you in locating funds
in Items 25e.

c.

e.

a.

d.

26. ~ I certify that all of the schools and libraries or library consortia listed in Block 4 of this application are covered
by technology plans that are written, that cover all 12 months of the funding year, and that have been or will
be approved by a state or other authorized body, and an SLD-certified technology plan approver, prior to the
commencement of service. The plans are written at the following level(s):

a.
b.
c.

~
D
D

an individual technology plan for using the services requested in this application; and/or
higher-level technology plan(s) for using the services requested In this application; or
no technology plan needed; applying for basic local, cellular, PCS, and/or long distance t~lephone
service and/or voice mail only.

http://www.sl.universalservice.orgIFY3_Form471/FY8_471PrintInfo.asp?Form4711D=475... 1I10/2007
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Universal Service AdaniQistrativeCompany
Se:hQ~ls&'.-Libraries DiVision

March 8, 2Q06

1:4

-- ,4~:i~' '''' _ , __ '
,5 -O~I$.O/2:0Q$

~2a4 _,' __ ', '
i ,~r::t~~eJl"'n8~2:

1'l1ank' you for your Funding Year 200S E-rate application and for any assistance you
PPOYid~tl throughput our review. Here is the c.urrentstatus of the f~~ing reque$t(s)
featured in the Funding Couunitment Report at the enaof this letter; -

- '.rheiUllQUnt, $19,872 .80 is '1I)enied."

metlt.,k~~or:t:.,:Ol1ttlf!pagefQllowingthis le-tter fQr
:en(!1,~xP1atl~tiiotls . '

-i,~~~~*tt-~~tp:recec1~n,tb£slettel:"areprQvld.eCl
_'on-pt:()"~e~s,.

~a~c~~.". " ...":" , .

totb
$it9:

~,~; - ,rtg~'-

:~~~ :$;~~'
, . ,

- :~9~~,;wa~t.ti,YQ""l;,~~~i~~f'Pt!QV;~~F ;to,;~~t'el;'~ii.'!leii::fYou w~l1 receiv~ disC?ountedhiils Or
,;1,;# ,g~W3.,-·' ,,-' - 'i~~t: ;remut',~em~nt,.:from tJ:~~c after pay:Lnq your bl.lls 1n full

,~ .pJ;J.~~ngapprovalrequ3;remen:ts
i '" i-remerft! " , ,

Cit
"" :~~e~~~1~t~1.i~I~;::~P~~~igt!legJ'B();r;,JIl472(Biil~ant1tJ) ..

~.N~I'N$c CQ~~~.~,~P()~:r"

1~~th~7r~Sli;~i~:~~g!e~s,~~~~:~ T~:~~~~:gv~:e'drt: .i:;Y~a~~C:~l;;e:~ .~ir~~~~9:~
~~,' .~·~t,"1$.} <~~'tfrosa four· ~~pt~c~~19111' .... ~'~;S~1.ctl,i~O se.nQJJl9'. t.t.iis~to-tl'a-tl-()fl
~9. "~. "." ......J;~.~,.p$'0Y';1a~lflf$). lS:9P'Jj~F~fr.~;J.()n$".c~11:ge;.JIl,!ide ·1;;0 1>e91 ;1 i.-mplemefl~J;fl9'Y()~;'i-rate
1~~'F~~t~~)~~t.er¥c;)'q f:J.1lil.'Yc~r~:r~ 4i8~; -- rJllll1~Q~~t.~l¥ preee4;J.;1~. t,h,li"tmd1flg ;CQl1Ul1~ent
-R~o;'<t" you ~];llfJinda qU'lde.that proV'J.des a def1n·];t1onfcr eachl1.neof tne Report.

TO APPEAL THIS I>ECISION:

1,".£.-: y.,.o.. u...•... W.-.i.$.·.·h.. t.o ..·'ll.p.:I>e.,_.:.-.,a.l a.__. decis. i.o.n...i,n,.,...•..th.1.'.$ 1.•.ett.,.,e.. of ·.' y.ou.-,.r a.p.p.e.~l.m~~t..11e .t;~c..•..elV'.••,..e,if..,.·.•_..b¥ th.e.··..SlJ).Q--r ~s.-~qt'.,ij;ed W:J;tlli.-n ~{)&1-Y$of the date Oft~1S letter. Fal1ure to .meet,.. tblos
reqt1itemen'tWi11 result inau\olllatie dismi.S'sal.o£ yoUr appe2i-l.ln yout· lett-erof appea'l:

,1. I~e' "::lit~:tfl;I;:t"~~:~qt:i~tt~~~=S~tf~~t;~:'ilSa:g~~~f;~:t).t~~e>e"Jlail

. 'tt '•. y,~.\l.·.·.',.t ..•....l.~~.ti.'.'.·.~.r.> .:L..'•••."'_.•liIn....·.·...~.~.·,·.~i . Include t.he f'ollow:tl';lg tpJ,.d~nt.i~Y~he-
!!~'Qn 'Y;014 are '~~pea~J:>nlJiJ: . ,

i;~#~, 't:e~;$i¢f:;Pfova:d'er naliej:i,f cl:Ltfet~ft:()Jll;apP~l];antf

Box l-~S - Correspon~ce Unit, 80 SO\ltb Jefferson Road, Whippany. New Jeraey, 07981
Visit us online -at www..l.univer~lscrYice.org

AR00012



:Ji:i~t~:' j~L~ "~~ir 2005," AlW...'.
- . .($ion'tta't you are' ealinq. .

3. "p,.a:... '8...a.. se.·. ~.".e...~.~ 'I.,ou.r let;>t.. ~r to,.. tb.~.. P... b.:..Ji.":n... t.., a.n.··d. p..·.rOVi4.e. -db.c.UJl1e.n.ta·.ti.~n to...lS'\lPpqrt. y.o.u.r. aP'peal •.
:M~~~t:~;i~~:t>.a coW-or yourehtire'appeiUl $n¢l\i<!inq anycorresporiClence.and

4. If you are the applicant, plea~, provide a copy of your appeal to the service
prov~der(s) affected by. tohe SLP s deCiSiof.1,. Uyou .are the service p,ovidei;i. please
prov1de a copy of your appeal to th~ app11cant(s) affected by the SLD s deC1S10n.

Proyidean authorized signature on your letter of apPeal-

.:spJ;lmi.t y.....o\lra.p.p..e.a.. l .. ,t<o .t.h.e.·.·.:.. $L... :D. ,.0.y..... e.. -m.a. ilJ.l:1$.. e ~..e..'.''?...ubmih."'..... QU.e.s-t.h.Q.n...·" ..... f.e.aJr...ur.·e...o.. ;n.o:u.r:.
. " 'te ...~ www.••...1.• un.... 1.·.V...~lil $..~;-V...1Ce.().t9..Ul1.9.lt·e.o... n.t~.~ue.i;( ....C.·..h.R.0... Sr......~ppe.a+..s~r.. Cl.m..' ~e

........ '.' O...Jl .. th:e.'...~ .' pp~ r... t ..1 O.. n.... .0£10.\1.. ·.:r .S.. 9....re.e... n.. '. a.. n.d. .c.""l.cJt....G.0.. ·.'to ..·..be..' 9'1;.ny~.~t;
, .., ,.p'n., 'thEt....•.: ~..)ll.: ~11,1.. ·.. prQlIlPt. y.~.w ~hrQu.gJ1 ~.tt. pro'celjJ-s. .The' SLD w111.:cayreply t9 J:.ncOIl1'tlge-lIa1ls to CO~11'Dl rece1.pt..' , .

To ca~~t,y;o.~ ap::p.eat ·':0 the SliD: by £~,f.aX y~uJ:'app~l to (973) 599-6542.

,.~C).s.iit YQU1"appe~J;· tt> the ~-tl>:: 'on paper, ~end1out'appealto:

.·..0.~~n·.:'.;~.·..·...;p.·•.:.. :.....'~,,~:J. ." .
,.. ~ \.l i;~s, Divi:$i(m

"diilc:eUn~t
~oa1i

'\. FeDLtSchoo~s and Libraries DivisionjUSAC Page 2 0£5 03/08/2006
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A GUIDE TO THE FUNDl~G COKtoJITMEN'1'REt><laT

~;~~prt £.9r~~ch. p;~~a~e. ,£~~ingr~q~e.st:. ,f'Q!Jl.YQ~J:" at»lica,tiQni$ atta~hed to this
loe:tt.!x:. Wea·rep;oVJ:dJ:ugtHefollcw.tng defl.n!.tJ.ons for tlie J.tems in thatrePQrt.

1~~~7i~PLlCAT10NNUMBER:: T·he unique identifier a~signedto a Fdrm 471 application

.. Reft~~tt~~~:rt$t;S:~9!pl~~agts~~SW~~c:-Ch
.' . .. , .'(l::i4lN~lts·'_iit~a~ofiaror.41L '
~l•. ·:S'ilnt$';·.· ;~~htmt .~11i. haV¢,~:oJle. or tb~. fol10W:ifil1 ~e£i.nJ.tions~·

..~ • ·!·nmO~Qfl;· •. ; .'. .':oYedat .ilh~.level .that, .the.~t[)detl!rfilj;tle~
. or :ebu,. e fun' ·:,le.velwilliteneral:L~bethele:vel

djus i~1i:~mpr:rat;e..'~~'d"ttlt' apPli¢~tion're~3.ew 'pro'ceastha:t

2. Ap..ERt:I that is "~Ci~ ,unde~nis .o~ . fCir wh~chtJ.o futJ.dswern cOJllJ!litted ... The.
reit.~oI.lfot' ~he Q:e~:J.sJ.;Rn wl,l1 bebr:u~;lX ~~1<;l,].,ne~,,:L:nthe . FundJ.ngC9l1U1lJ.~ment:.
~ ·~onat~on... M FRNlllayb.eNpt Fundedbeeausethe req\lest QCtesnot
iff.h~ ·~~·w~ala;u~gIUf~ie':~tut~ i~~dt~Ulr:;=~/f fund'inq, ava,ilablefor

a.j;~,n·, t.tT.[' ·l'r,f:l'f1;tf '~te)lipor~~i ~t,~us,tpa~ ,~~~U~lJ~e~t:i to
.. "~: ·~.Gi:,~~':~ ,t;~i~t~~;sj;';ir~~~~~~et...;~~"

, •.Jl1;.. a ...1:C\l' .a~$C~\Jntlf!Ve.. ~~~JlIt)+ej~t yograpP+l J..o!1
:Ji",.reque$ts;Qr.d:t$cq\:U1tson .Po:t~ Telee,olllJllUJ)1calJ-,0n" Ser,\TJ.pe,. a.ntit, ..:erlUll
G,9~~,.~Qn~f xq~ ~Cillt!,~q~l.vea.l~tt;.er.w~t;hf~<l1;llg~q"lJ:LtJll~ts~o,~~YO:wt > ••.. , •••.

....ili.. ,~..·.'...'eci)~....•.... J...:<:affJ..':O'.iJl·.I5.•.... s«..'1JV..' 1..•e.. C!.S'f.undl~g...·re· gue..~. tIS ,'a.r.tCl..· a•.·.•.e~~.•..q.'-' ..•.e .. ·..~..a:t 'V.;.9,.\Jr Inter~lC()nne:c~J..P
r>e~~~t-,l$are A.sJ~t,·U~f~(i~d,/ Youwo1J14 :ree.J..ve.Ol)e o.'f~()t'<j:'1: _Ufi.$equent 'Lett-eros .
:rq-jtli'&iJon9 tine fundJ.:ngd~.cJiSiLon· onyo,ur·In~et!n.al Connect-iLons; :request'$., . ,

0"~~J:tJ qe-. ,S'EllS/teE: '!'he type of service ordered from the service provider I ass.hown on
Y:o~r~()rlll.471.

~"O A'P'P,Ll ., :T....e'EOrJII 47.0 Ap1"\licationNu1llber as'Sociated W1.thtM&SRNalockSe,iJi:lll'lf'll. ' ..,.. '.. '. . .' .. " ... .. ,.....
,,' I ," ,,,,.,.,,,,,., '

·..~e
h'i:f;roijl

·~.~···f~:~

~tc~ ~~OVIJ:)ER. N_: Th:e leq-al' riame of the $~rv;cep~ovide,r.

tt... ,: .~.~ym~~:t .,6~t.l:!'e(i)~t:.J:'act,p~tw~e~ t.fP:'(!.·~ligi;q.J.e J.'~~~y -il4. ~l)~...'..
d?'..'l~~l? WJ.l~ p~Pl;'e.s~ntonliy :aifa contt'act.. numb.erwaspJ:'ov:tde<i,on.. 'M: '.' .. .. . '.' ...

at;.J;.'tIttG .Ac'CO~T ilR: The account number that your service provider has est~blishe4
~i.~l.li~agi '9 .~rl~~: This wi.ll be pr-esent only if a Billing Acc,ount NWilber

:.II~li~l~!1%RfOAT.E: The S~rVj;ce Start Date.for this ]~'~ ft;01ll 81oc)c '5.'1 It'e.J1l' 190£ :Y:0ut'

G,~!t~~~;t1Ul1tQH .. QA~:Tt1eCofl,ttact~:i.l:a~~()n .Pat.e .~or th~:$ .. f!IW' ft.()JllI:1J;.~(*, ~I
t~~l'11.· .. ~Q~.g'fd··.your!'.Oflllll'.47.,1..",. 7'th

1
·i!J. w~ll. bepres&nt only' J;f,ac()l'ltf~Ct. e1q):i.l:'.t;~on gate

w8osprov1lae . em your ,"or~.,;. . .

s... :;r.~~ .. :IDt.'.·.EN.·.,.TIltIERf. :A.h~ ...E;.nt~~y, Nf~.'·erFR· ...N1. i.•·.s.ted i,n~~rm 473;, 1!1()ck5/ltem22a.Thi$;wil~be
P:P7~el1onyor S1",e Spec:L:1CS, .

.. i,TilT~ ~IGE;PlltWIJ)ED ~N' ~MnlNG t:UR:Tbe nUlliber of--nt.ns '0£
~:Pr' ,in tl1etUhairt(j year. This'wiU 'bepresefit otiiy"for

. . ",8;" If ·FoiLEn'I(;:iBLE UCUlUlINGclWtCES:Slig'ible monthly
,.'.t.. ·o.u.'·n.t.·.· ..a tF.e.'d ·.fo.•.r.•.... roo.·".·.¢..·.~·I:1r.·.···.'.. '··.r.'..a..·nq ,:g.lfa.".f:iSes 1liUltinlie'dl.?V'·ftumbet Qfmonths
~serv3:ce .' oVi.e~f~Qr·llliif;fUijdj;i\lji:eill:. ~. .~. . '.' .

.. -....
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·~~. ..:...;.,.,~Q~~ '. . . .~Vtrr..... £9_§it.11... ,Gt.h:llBL~. f~o.d~7~';:CUltlU:N.G CH~GE$: Annual eligiblenon...~ec~r~gc~pprov~~ 40r ·.e \In. In~ year. . '

atj;IE)~I$~~~~¥3ae~tForlll471;, &loc~ 5 I It.em 23IJa~d~t,~rllli,nedthrQU9h

If.··· ··~.Rcvt.m... ''A.•. CE. AP.·.~..a.oVm&y THEStaD: Til.e'· ~.i:$count ra.te that theSL.Oha&..
"d~cjfmt's &erv1d~L ..... '..

:.ff(GC~MM·t~1;J)seISIO,t{: ~is r~pre$erit!? t.he:total, amount oif':IDdi;,n9 thatthe.~Ln
'1fes'erv~ 1;9.re:Ll.llbUrfieyoUJ:'$e~+ce. proY+~~7: £'(,)7: tbeapprov~ diLsq0':lIlts .£oJ:'.tlliLs

.. iLC...•. ·e. f4;)r ..t1'it~ .. £.. untin'CJ. ~ar •. 11:.J,,fJ. .+fIIpq~t !iIlt. t.ltitt yo.·u _..:no. YO.U~ se.rv1.~·~pro..~i4er,b.rec.ogru.ze t}uit the~W'Sbould.be1nVQ1~e~.ndtheSLDmay. dgept .d3;sb\PfSeJll:ellt
o;d1scOunts onlY for e119~ble~ approved servlces actual~y rendere~.

FQNDING.COMMITWENT QECISION.~XPLANATIQN: Th~s entry provides an explanation of the
amount 1n the . l!'und1ng Comm1tJaent Dec1s10n~

BCOLOA'TE: ~e date of this Funding Comlilitment. Decision Letter (KCDL),

1~'tE flUf$E.a: The wavenwDber 8,ss±gned tor~l)#~ issued on th1'S date.
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· ... . ..Eum>~NGCO$tl.ltMENT J~ipOaT ... ... ....
BilledEnhtyN~me ~ ::11~P SCH~OtOISTRIC714

r mgi~~t 200S
.' . .

(l6~ .

'~g Re9¥est ~umber: 1302690
.. sta·t . Not. Funded

.. ice: B8,;,1o Maintenance of Internal Connection
t~Oti NWiiber: 415710GOO'. . -. ....

l~~ .

.";,.-..
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Plli~fSll1~~ ,.A.......tratJve~pa.uy
Schh~l$& Libraijes.1liVi$iO~

Mar.oh8.2006

.1...B, ftyOt'_t.m IRDEt.,SCRQOLDI$mIM 117
it-C•. '1kJ~ l:!O.. ..., •...... '. .
tQ.UI) I •..•.OJ{ 74854"'0130

••t !'ora "'.1..pp.ucatJ;0Jl.if~r:,,5Z·l" .
. 1'Ull4in9 Year ~OOi ; o7f1!1 ·20,05 ~ 0'/30/Z0O$

tiUe4liitito .~~;" GO.. ... :
"1l"".Iil~~YI'4eUr. .$''1~O .,,:
.Q»1ic::pt. .lonalclUl arJIlaud."rra-471b

'~uiky~fqi";yow: !'U1ldJ...gJ.~2bO,5.~~~••pp1:i;~t.i~;~\£.or~as.1.·~atj¢i/tQ~ .
~Videa.' thJ:OUghout '. OUl'" reVi.'hH.i'e'i.sthe' Wi¢ent; stat;;u:a .'.~fth.tW1ct1l1g ;lI!~.ti(s·)
,e"~\lited: .:i;)l.. ~'..~J2g' ..,l»~~tn~'.~", ~~. tlj,. ·.~9f:~~,J,..1:.t;.,l-;: 'm'. .. . .•. ,. ....• ..' ..

. ' , ~

~;~:_r&:~~=:~~~.~•.~"'t·W~~~~.~
~.··..1~.."~.'..~. ac~." .•...•~ 011.: .cU.·.. ·..1r1e.····.·....•.·..•..• iq.'.~j;•.J;,·.•.1"'. ~.cect"~f~.• ·l~t;t* ..rl;.p.t"6V:i;,C:i...to •••i&ttou tbrougbout :t.h~ app~~~t~cinp~Ce~$·:;·r- . .......... .. .'.. '." .... '. ... .

NEX'.l" S'l'~S

... Wol:'~w~~i'o~.e%'Vlc~'p~V~r~()d~;.~J:II!ft.1~Y9~"i.H 1f~<:eiVea;5C;<:lUJlt;~,bi11. "~
:i.,( ..y~·. ,,~llr!lClU~s,tr.iJIlbur.... _¢Jlestt.£roa ·.USU., •.•.It...' pay~,y~~b,tll, ...~. luJ,;;l ..

w. R,v,i,.,,· tll!~briO'l~p1.luulag. approval;·C:~~Jt.~., ..

: :n:*,I~~Ph~~l"··~u. '....,... '.' ..' '"
..... ~:v;;:1~:'= ::~(:~'aL~~'i:tr~:m~*~I~lt"·,ro.ra:472·(tI:tll.d£iit1t¥) ....

'. ~- - : - -. - .

~t~~X.. ~T'

.~ra~7t'~··if~it:~g~~·'~~~!J;~~:·=~t~~::~~~~>~_~~ii~i:~~~~t.li~
:Rf!~e.; N~(9}.<nut'$). (ro_,1"outappl*cat.ioft. ."~'" SLD.111~1.~!S~d..tl)1t,&,iw.£Q~.~;iC:
·~·Y~.· s~rVic•.. provi.. cJ~l"'{.) .~ pro-.puIlt.'1OnaQ~ b$-"4.e to. ~1Jl'.'.' '~-.pl. ' ;1ll9.. '.y:q.ur.·.l:.~t'Jlt¢i.count,s) a(loerYQu ~il. your ..o~ 48.~ •. lued1at.,ly pr.c~ ·the' ,,~CO.[i~t.
:••po~t.lou W!11 finct a guid. tlui.tprov1do$·~de(W«;ion tor '~Ch l~4;O£··~.;R~~t;... .' . .. - - - .--,

'to· APPalL ~S~IsiQH t

.~~•.•.~.:.':t.~:~J~.if."!'-t=t{);t~.·. ;~pi.t:;. =:;.';.;~=t,f.t .•~.eP.e=.~!.t:~.::: l;;t~.·~.. ,r'f; ~e.';~~
:r~U'_eJit wfU..·resUltiJr"U~t?..tt¢ :(1j;s.i'J,al qfy~ .pp;ttat. -tn, tQ\ii" 1.t.t.X"o.£apipeal
~'~ ~~~l~~ .~.,~~t. ~~i:'.~.,~.l.#&~~.: yl.,~'~i')~:~.~,(~~,'~t~~l~) e....j.i

" adat.,. fQf.'. t1:l.P!t~s~ ~q: .c.~.s~' %"el~~.t;\lI.tI1ts.ppulsuthWh

z. f~t~O=i;~: 'l~.~gry!&t.:~~ ~~:1..:.).~I~l~.~e ~pi11)~'~ia.ntifllitli'e
.. Ap~J,l~t;. Zllll.a~, . '.. ..' .. . ..• "
- Appl1Oi\ntnaae pel service provider na.... 1£ <tU'fe~ent$~. :..~111!U'11i.,

Boil25"'~~~C!f,\.l,llill.1QSowhJ~:~~ ~y; NeW.J4itSe)'•.079S1
Yb1tQ5.~ahuw£un1~~.oq; . .'
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A ,CUIOE TO !fHEI'UNDING COPI'l'MQT REPORT:

Arepot't fQr eaehl-rate £unclirKtreqgeiltfrf>. ,your •.wl:i.Cat,i 9fti.- ~t.t.CJ),e<l t,cJ •t.hi~
1.t.t.~r • We are .p:-ov.td.tn~ .tJ1!'. fiillowing .d.t.tn~ti.o~,%CJF ttl'll .t1l!lIIa ~~, tJ.1~t~~~t;~

~ffb:7~L~PLlCA'lIQlf~~I' Th.un~e3.4~J;:it.t.~aaa5i;gnIt4,t;qa rC>.iiI. '471; .~l:i.~.tJiori

S~~t!!'l!~~~~Tmt~~~t~,;:~
fUNDING STl7!US: Each I1Ufw~11 .bJiv. ~n.~t t;li6f911~"'in9 ~.iinit.1Q$:

1. • ·~··bN that.i8 Ifrunded" is approve<! attih. level.~t..thit. ·SIJ)ditt_mi,I1ed
.1s.appropriaU for this !1,tit. the ·fun~1.V81 W11'1. generallY .~.·.the.leve1. .
reque.t~a. \mle~.·.the "SLO <lete.. ri~elJ 4urUi9tbeappli;cationr~iClwprocess ~at'
So" aclJustaent18 appr.apri.ate. . .

2. .J.n. 1M t~t..ilS "Not. ~d~"1sol\e.f,or.:I;.:1\ nO'l.trtc!a,..rtfc:d..~tt:e<I,.'1'be' .
reason for thedew;;t:sigIlW.i1.1 'be brunI ~~la1J1.~f.1u tJie~.QQaut..,.t

:e.·..·..o~.:!~.o.':":1'.····.ff»...D~ana.o~~n~iL.r: ~J)e...'~.'.a.ul=~;t·~rwt~I.o.·.·.=.··~Jl.·.;fer~~&:l3.:gl: ~:~
tb18 ~ingY••rwa.inSUfficJ;eI'lt·to ~~", ~~J,. ~.~.$~~.;' .

.--- '"j

~h ~'BI.~~::E~e;,l·'·~=~~~·~:'ff~-'·e~g;r!'lf.~~I·.... ··It"~:.· ..·'··:· '$q.
tber,·M1:H~~ •.Jifcientf~tQ"k•.~-=ituntIJ:':t:.·.. .'f:d.~ tnt
cc')riri:ct.IQJlI~ a.t:. M'liOt;r 'ar 'diseowatlev.el.",or:: 9 l~l.;' "fU:Ci\It' ·1i~l:tOi ··iOu,
.UiC..l·..d.e.d'·r.e.···· ..·'.j..t •.T~..·.· "·Wl.'.'b i .. ·.···\.&..··..:.··tb..· ..·T.lec.~"·· ·;.·.¢CA.'.'.'., :1\ ·.:'S".'&.·.V.. :.1:d..' ",S-:E.iDcI.. '"' :'tli..·.e.'~.'.na· '.l,i:m.. eg_.h=··~i:ff1$.-:1..·:·r.····.;e~.,.(:~:.:.~.·I·.' a:.;1.'.;~.~.·:&t.·.··"w1.·:th.ts.· .•... '.~.:a.>'i~..... .... ·~i.' YQ:.f.:«r.,7!.: >' ·'~."·Mlcocmecti
~~~rtiqU"tGe t~mlla;~=~ ~f;~~~~~:f~=~g!ou~~=t~.:. ···1.~t;.r.

eA1ICOR".Y 0.1. .,SEIlVI,C£: the. type Of .erVice ord,er.a<fJ:'O.tbe' se:rv1ce-;p!.'C)viCS'eriasilboWn on
'}'Q~ :. orJl4. 1 ~ . .... ..' .' ... . .'.

:.jl~crr~J;¥tii~2Ngm~~"2~t470~1;~~io.J(!' ..~a~l,S():c:l.t.a w~~: &11•.;rq
. . . . ' I.. . ..... >.' , •.

'..s,X.,H ':$erv·.i.eef..r.f)V'.1.;4~r ,..1.·clR.tif.lcat.. 10blfWiber· .• )"::.:\1.·...•.wdm.n.···.··.,., '.' "'."'cl'" .the.'.. "",' '. ' ....u. 'i.",•.~!I•.~. sarY.Ji:c& ..1 -. .; R.. -.'~i..V..•.. ··,co.. - '.""." ".'~'.•.•. ,'_ 1.'\'.~:.Lc. '.....'1. . ': •.'....... '·t,!ro'th.·;Uliivor:.US~ .' ...~ ... ,··Iolt'rt.j;-::~Ytr ,>:6th: . .. tot ~fl .... , , ·t;JII
:~~U..ASHlll••1." 'u•.e."~~; ,v~t ",~lle:tT ~: I:~I'C••·~.I~ :.. ,:~9'~: :f:~

SBRVI-CI·PlU)VXMRtl~;,l'~ J;~g,almalll_Qf ~.d .8n.ic.··prOv!d~1t~

~GCT~I~e' nWiber 'of; thecantrBctbOtwe.n tti.lll~qibl.ePllt.yMd •..~
i~~~:rM~f~.~~ .. ~is will bepr•••n:tortlY .if. .contrat¢~ nU_J:'wa.ptOV,icle4 '011

Stt.LIHG ."~.•. cqTNUKBD: The a«oUllt llullbert,batyourfiervi'e4l I)l'cW1derbas l!~tabU~~
$fltJtY9uj.· c)1:'l:tiJ..lill9' l)tU:poSi'.·· :TId.will~· :P*'i,.a'1t only if· a Bil'1:Lriq> l~cQunt .1tUliJ::j.~'wa.". PI:'DV1: e4 on yo~ 1'0_ 471..' . ,'" . . , "'," , .

~~~l~l'lRT .I)Al'SJ 1J;t~s.rv:i;c;eSt.art.b.at •.for ·th;II'....·• ~t()Ji, B.;f.9~:$",%._ 1.9 ,oji)"0ur

···~1':··~:J:.'lIor(.,A-:Ei· .'lh.. CQi1goac:t:'~ua\ioltDa:te'fOrfthi•.'*tV £r61l)B!ock: 5;
,n.-~Q~ :Of ,701Jl'" IOtl\l47 ,•.'.Th'is1t1l1bO~eii.lit'onl!j;f' 'acont:rict: Upa-at;~i\>dk.:".11. ~i'4eaQntQ,uJ:il'onac4'1~~"" , " . . . '. '.. "." ;

t~~~&~;l~j. ~!~~~~~~fp~~t.e4inl'Pril 471,! aloc_:5::t.~itll ,).. "t~~ ',J~ti )&e

~SROr I:lONTHS ~IJlG $'D.VICE .PiOVIDII)··.·INl'UNDDlG illR,· .'rh.e;~r ofllc:lntha:Of
.s,~rw.c~tii.t lUi. be•.n .pp~ov.a in.tb4!f~' ya_r~ .' 'TId. '",iJ.l-1:.e ;.........ent iStUy'.... for:
rec:~1Il9 .ervj,c~..·· .. ;.... ' '. .... ...'. .. .'" "'-.. .

.
AmlUAL .PaI n1$COtrWT .~.().Ulff .FOR ~IGI.It..··..S. UCtbW.'. '. •..•.. . .•.... If.C ' CHAR··.·.· .G.I!:s t.Jl... j,'CI.. i.b..:S;.*QI1Wt '.
gr:~i::~~~.a~~~f~~r~~~~~e:;:~t~PU.4~fnWlb.ro£ ~.
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UNUAL na"D.IS(:OUN~aHOdMT lOa .EttG'IBLS ION("'RlCURtU:.lfG·'eHARGJS'~A1Ulua1(ei1qible
non"reeur~1ng ClUi,rqe$:approvedfor. :tfuif\ll1tt~'Y."~•. , . ". .' ".

ns-nISCO..UNT.•....•. ,1M6tJrtt..!~unt in toia4'11 ;i3;Qr;:k "S~ I,to.231, iil~·aet.tjl4\e4,tl1r()U9h
thfllapp11cat.1Ciftt:ev:a.eW process. ". ,.' , .,

p:tSC~URTl'ERCEHTaGI APPROVEDB! .SLD'. 'rhedbcoUJit l:ate~ttll.SW has
approvec1for tbb service. '

FUHJ>INGCOMMlmBNl'.D~ISXO.:Thi. t.ptoeaents.,tJle ~9't.l ..••9UJ1t:..of. ~1a'1g~t;t.he ,f>.~,
~a,r. e.sec.,r•..v.,,',~.,. ....t.,0,. ·.ir.e~....1:lZ',$.•13'',.OlJr.,.. ,. ....se.rv1.'.~,.~,~p~.. ,.1.~.','~.r.. :"' ...fO.. l'..:...,th... ,. _.,,:.,:a~."..' ,.,.,..u.. ' '.:, Q.,,~.. :co.'\l~~S'f.,.,m:.",.,,,'" th.llJ;iJeryice for ,tills fUJ)d1ng:ear~U,t~,·~t,tlU1t,~t.~~'U.amlYo~".J,'Vlc~: pr'pv,a;~e~
bOth; re.e*ize.~t th1il $.hou1~ .:~:~i)V9;:q~ ." .:~.• ,SLI) .fd,1~eet: di.sbUl'.e.~~~
of .d~.countSlonlY£Q~.1iCJibl~~appl:'qvC4s:,?rv1c.,.:"qt.~a~ly,~.~a.c~e4.. '.' '" .

!1JN1),.. " '."'. IN.G,' 'COllI.'..:". I.'."'.'ENT.~.. ,.... :. ~l)geIsIOR' :m.LU.A,:'t,XOII.·.•," .. 'lh,''i..,an....... ft.. l".o~.t<l...ne~l.ati1>ft o.f',~QQ'Untit\tbe'~~ ~QitJIelit;DeCi:a1on~" -s r" , , .,,->., .' . ' ..

FOOL DATE: ·'nl~4at~ott.hb '1'Un\ii.n9 ··~~t.Ment.O'd.:i.Cin Lett;~ ttC,PLl ..
'tilVE ·lroeui'-t 'l'b.'owavenWib.-t' .. 'sSi.gned toJ:cDIt8-iIlaued ontht. 'aa~e., - _.-,-. - - -.,- .
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<I'<:I)~i~~l.,Ilnd.Libt'.t:ies >DiVi.sionlti$~¢
. . .
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et':ll~5t2€1e6 1'1 :B64l)5':l;l;2off53

~hA':ipps;Vice~
~na,pMi:I!iS>.~.. '

~eCOleman. Preaident
PAlSE£14

~'~~

Paden Public Schools
P. O. Box 310, 1(/! & Elm

Paden; QK7486
E:lem. (~05J' 932:-449$
H;S;(~)9#~
FAX. (4OfiJ9~-4132

Jeremy Ramsey
High SChool Princlpal

April 12.2006

LetterofA.ppeat
.sct'IootS·and Ubfaries·OMsIcin
80x 125 - CofTespondence Unit
SO South Jefferson Road
~.NJ07981

~f:: Denialof ~1302$$Oi130222:5. 1302241 and 1302263.

'~e:~~~~Dlstlid14 .
f'Ormil11.· •.~.':f:·..,..._ .....
~~f:13O*O.'~.,'~1_"~

.·~.·$irotMadam:

"Tl\e ~·()fttilsteUerE.toappeat~ bylhe;SLb:iode;ny~ ~:the ~"'~' ~:and
Fonn 471 applications. These FundirIg ~ues1S.per1ain k> both PriofiY 1 and PtioritY2 SeM:XtS ffum mUltiple
service providers. .

·~.~·.g(ven.··fortnedeoial·is:~4'l()·WlIt$·~·frotn·tlP~.-",,·-.o·fiJWJtQ,·""'l.r

=se=~~==:,,=-=~:~==rilJ«'
.JQn••~.is~~'~<Jf',t,)ijt~diStriCt~$ubrnie~HtleFOrm:47()an~t~i," .• n. ::,'~"~;
~O(lthe~I8Uer.W~haVe~Mt.DOt$IJOandbeerl·~"'th$f«m4.~.SUblri_
~our~WflirJl1nxt1hls'~. 1:,am~~teUerJmmMr.~.~tiSJ~~· .. v

, .

===~~~~~~.~~~'=:a~~\
~ them as best as we could MIl our knowledgc an.:S~ .:JOn1cCted Mr. OCtsoo' and~ what Oetold
us, If our .deniais Inbesed on a bmer employee not being avaiiabIe fOr contact, we believe. this. an~
unfair rx>sitioo for our Distric:ttobe~into.

'Not~ this~~.~ for1tle~1~.~our~ ~~,a..,..
~iC~~Wltmake.uSleS$ableJ~~(M.~~~ot~~; . ..

§§iB:flp~£:g$:I
I will be available fur discusSiOn ofthiS matter at any time. Please COt1tact me at (405)932~3

-' "~~-."".'~"..'~" "
~Ut'

$Uperirnen~of$d'uils

Af(achffient: JonI)Qlsonletter
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MADILL PUBL:IC SCll'()()LS'
601 W. McAilhur

Apri) 12, 2006

To Whom ItMay Concern;

On~ofmy·former empJQyer.P3den~9Ii~~chopls~tam; writil)gJh,lS lettert<>
$lipport.theiraPPealo£tbed~()ffun"iflg,f<>rE-ratePriority i··and 2sCI'vi (;:CS. lwant
tolnfOm1 your office tbatI'pmopallY,witli<>'HtWteifer.en~Q~iI1fl.\lC(~¢Jr~rtiiany piJ.1Y
stlb~tted ~flOim470. N~jnvoice",a,sspbmiite4,fromanyservice ptch4deroilnry .
school computerdurfug mytcnute asSuperinttndefil. (7/01102'-613010$) :

I can assure you th.al the bidding process was absolutely fair and open andrreefrotnany
5ervieeproviderinvolvement. Ifyou would:like tospea:k to meCQncertilitg· t}),issubJ~t~
pleASe cOI\t8etmellt(580) 795-3j03;

.S)licerely,

~~~
A~~tatlt.$~~~J;l<i~t
Madill School
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·c·,·o····p·.•••.. ' ... , ..i..•.. J, .......•..y.......•.......
. , ..... ". .:.

•.

L~~¢r'9t,Appeal
SchootsatldLibrnries DivisiOn
Box 12S.tor:r:~()ndenceUnjt
80 South Jeffersotl~oad
Whippany, NJ 07981

lU:iOenf~.i'RN~ ..13-10'797.8' 1310$36
;~ppU@-.l.: M~uQIND.EPSCHOOL~IS11UCT·l17
Bined;t:Jlltt, J#:t~ .'. ........' '.' ..
Ferlij ('tt:~pP~~iit1.~"';"'7~l~ .
Fu.-dJng;Rtqueib·#: :13~0797iil~413:1~3~

'l)~S,if:" QI"'Maciam:

1,1le:purppseoftbisletteristoIlpPeatdeclsi~ll$',bytfleSl.DtodellYfutl'ding.fordie4bQye:;~reren~e<if1iNsll:nd'
FQl'tP47tapplieations. T!teseFuriding Rcquail$ pc:najntQf>rfontyZSer¥icesfrom multiple $eJ'\{i~<;Pr:9Vi~e:l"S'

The ~ongiven forjhl'depj~i$~ 41tt41Q w~•.sUbmltt'cl frWo ~·'ll'acldr~ t)u~twatalsou$elfi;t~ itibmlbii
.setvkep~;vi~er'(S~)I~V~I~" ~fll~~~'$P.ln.v.ol"e~,etit iJl·..~~>4'~.;p~'jJIJ~t~~tl~~t'ab~o~~«~ ·~.~eJr
r~J1~hDltY r:or·eoDduetlll~t-.(~r & .op~~m~tiUve,bld~proc.e8J·fI'f!.'f'f~l!l$'·fllY-(\'I'Yi!ffl.i!~t;r

~W'YJi.~.r.m::~
.\VcrequesttbatJlils'4Cni8~ &e:o~,so'thatwe'c:arireceive b~:Nild;ng"blltw~.dCgp(:tat~lyrtce4. tii$uPPOrt'our
:technology. . . . . .

Yot'ieat1contactmeat>(40S) 374·24l6.

SJ~i;:ereIY
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Schooisand LibrarlesDivision

Keith~

R~iPut;J~~ls<
(40S) 932;.5053
Application Nunibet(s) 472668;412766

I all}~ntly in the process of reviewing Y(JU! appealofy()'l1r .f~ding ¥~ .2~l"~J,}8.
C()n1.nU1nient'~si(>n Letter. To oomplere oW-review; lneed's<mle' a&iitional infonr:uiliQn. ~;
iufo.rmation~ t()comp1c#tPe~ewis U~betow. .

Qn;J:OUJ:Fon11'471 ~UJDbep4?~~'4n166;you j~~edfblirF6nn 47() Number
4757100005347S3i$tl@¢St8l;'tishingFonn470f011lle~s)~~~jn~($),130~5.;
'.130224h t30~$3 and 1302660. . .' .

Form 470Num~r oo534153סס47571 was submitted online. The lntemefProtocol(lP) address from
which it was submitted is the same as the address from which the service provider tJnitcxlS~
Inc. SPJN 143004698 submitted their Service Provider lnvoice(s) (Forms 474).

A.li. $~onthe Fo1'tD41Q,•. serVicepro"iderinyplvclne~twith preparation <1fcertifiCitioo6fa Form·
410 cantailitthe~ti!Vebiddin&:~1JIl4(¢$uttintbed<mjalpf~dingrecqileslS'

nu~setvroeP1'QvidCrjS\c~()~4111'l'Ut»~47Z766,FRN 1.3()26~ fur·Basic,Mam~ .

.Assuch.RI.e~.dto thtfoQO••9UpuioMi

1. PJeuepmtde!be Dame agdtitle ami eml!lover oftM mdividtl!1 9 0 filWOJl04'
submitted Forw. 470 N,mb!r41~71~34'~3. Please aI.m provide dI,l fpdMdu!l',.
contact mronp.tiop.

2., ··fJMse··proyHe ,(he:lpedt!eloeation,ftomwllitlJ FinD f7t!NuigIMr11~~7§3,m
1Ded&d!JlNittt4. . . . . . • ., '.. .

3. If ,8epinratMK em__ misted mtl!~fWUollt,,ri'trsub.Pri'al<FO)1B, 470,
CiPD!ber4'5Z~7~, ..~; 'mVldedltPme·..,..·..titk.•Gr!.J&tn'Sr~!i4!r'!,
.nlo)l.-. dmd¥!Im U$ J>JeUe. ,15& ,'or'oYid! ·JlJlPiJritlIlIl'. $9ltHt,
....J!!A. . .... .... . '. . .... ...... . '.' .' .

4.l:I.m.. tht,""D{0J; ltieif ..~~tsh:.!,.·.ywJsJi to'"oB.,!dfta.r:
Internet Sv;yjrirtotideri!titlr!,proOOtH,eiQban*tiflg•..~mVide'dneu"$'I!dft
in 2Upport (}f yoyr rpponte. . " ., .
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Please fax or emai!the requested infonnatioo to my; attOOtion.. lfyoubave any qpesDoos> .please. feel·
fr« to contact me. . .

..,
It isimPQrtant that we receive an ofthe infunnatioD WJuested within]! t:aJeDdar daxs- $Owe tap
complete our revjew. Fallure to do !O may result in 8 reduction or denial offu,.diDg. It you Deed
addltioul time to prepare you"~IJQ.se.pleaBelet.m~bow_ ~.u,~le. .

Sho~d.·you. wisb~ ..~ .you.rF'omt :41J •. appJj~on(~)s' or.,ailYQfy@r.Indi)lid~fundingt«J~.
pl~(:l~~in4l~ fuyoU1'1"e$J!ObSethat,jtis' rour .jitttntion to. cancel an applicauon:or.iW:idii1$
i'equest(s).tncJude;iin anye:anceltatiorttequ.est ttfuFOtnl 471tippli¢ation nin'nbeT(s) and/Oi'funding
~~nhmber('$),:~d.~ ~lI!Pl~~~~.tit1eapd~i~of~·a~cm.:l:ed~iviq~.
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OCT-H::l-200E>01 :24P FROM:MAUD SCHOOLS 405-374-2415 TO: 9140S52321B5

October 9; 2006

Schools.artd.Libraries Division

.f.E, pryor
Maud Independent School District t 17
(405) 374-~416 ..' ..
Ap;I>l1cationNumber:.475214

ResponseJ)ue Date; Mu.i)d3y)Oef~l>~r2,3~~096

The ProgtuinCotnpliance.team is ii'l'thttprocess ofreviewingl'{itir'<FundJI1~ YeatlO05appeaL '1'0
~~plQteourreVi'e\V. w~ need:$Qme<£«l4itiQt)~LjnfonnAtlon.th~ i:Qef9m~~ti'On !n:QCt.i:Qdt~ ~Qtnpl~t~th~
revi~w is li~tedbelow, .

The Reggest

Onso~rltopn'471 NuxnheF4752:i4,YPll indicated.thatForro410#;S4&St(i()OO'S3:293:4'is the:
establi$hin$Form··470..fotth~·setYic~'teqM~~·irt:Fl,tN$.'J31q797·ap~il~lQ~~q+

F(mn47Q#;54g8iO()OOS.3293.4,wassuDmitted~(;)nliiie; ThcflnternetPtotocol (IPUaddre:istTom:wnlcliit
w~ subrtj.ttedis~h~~a.meflS'!b~ lld~r~.s·fi"Qlll whh~li,iji~:s¢M~pi9yid~"iWnJ~:SY$tep1$,S~r~
14~P04:698isubmitted ,tb.ei178erviceProVider Il'I:Voice(s) tFdtiliS41~)"

As $tated 011 the F'onn4'70, set'Yice ptovidetirtvolvementwlthpreparationot~erti:fiCatiOti .of.aForm
470 can¥11ntthe competitive biddingproc~ ~dre$.~ltinth~ defltal offundlntt;eqlJests.

1bis~r\i~::pf()vt~eri~citedJ)nnN .l31Q79,'7 for'l3asicMaintenanceiottntemal CQnnecti<>lls•.

ff,.$'$'l;JPlj~,p]~~ •• rce$pQtu:l ta···the·(cUl()Wil1$qU~ti()fl$:'
, .

J. ;~~:~b#~~~~ri:lj~1:t~::~\~1~~~~i~;:i~~tt1~~t~:O~~~:i~~::tr~:~Ht~Q
2.'Ple8$~,provi<feth~spe<;ifip l()~ti(mij'QtnwijiQhl1Qrm 47()#·.$4$,~.'()pPQ'$~~~3:4 W~~ DIAA an{isubmitted. ..... '.'. . . .. , .. .. . '. '.' . .. . .

3. If a Service Proyider employeeasSiste(i in OwijUng outaliqtQr~lJPmitti:ngFQrm 471.)ti
5488,lOOOO5J2934.,plAASe provide thenameaitdtitie: Qfthe Service·Prpvider~S¢i11pl()yee, and
descn1rethe assistance. Please alsopr(}v'ide ~hactitld;iYiq\Jfll )sco11tactiti*Qrm~ti:~rt; . . '.

4. Pl~~' ex.pl~r.tl1e ~sol1fortheJP.&ddressmatch. ¥()UIDlJY' wish,to work with yourlnt~et
Service ProVider tohelp,pr()vide·t,hee~plan~tiqll!pl~emovitl~:.d:Q~.4tit~nt~(i.ou. if1'$lipPQtk~f
.Y(,lu~respohs~;· ,

·'P1CIi$¢~<O,r9mij.it.·tl1creqQ~t~ .:itd'i>nnaJlQn;tomy;attentJ(>,Q;. If:youliavQMY q:Ue$tionSrJlj~~,~:feel ,
'free>tQcontacfme. . . . .

AR00028



it J$ important that we receive all of tbeinronnationtequestedwitbin lScalendat ttaysso \ve can
~mplete out review.F~iluret~ do S~,"'Sly re~ult in 3,~ed)lction or d~nl~l ()f fund:h:ag•. If,Y~U1HWd
additWnaltimetoprepareyour re~ponse, please letmekn.UW as' spon~s:p~ssipl~i

Should you wish to :cancel-your~orm471"application(~)~ 'or anyof"yo-Uf jndj~idtJal'fun(}ing'requesfsl
P1eas.e 'cl~ly indica~ i,1(yoU1,"respAA~, tljatjtl$YOlirjntentiorI tocat1~I,~~,~ppJ.icf~\ion9rfLmding
r~\lest(s). InclUde in any ~ancellation request th'eFoiin 471 appl1tatiort numb~t(s) andlm-,fundln~
reqpcst number(s). and the complete: name. title and signature ofthcal.lthorize4 i'ndfvidl.lal. .

Tllankyou fQf YO:l,JfC,Ooperan.on and <:ontinued supportof,theUniver:saIServiceProgram.

~!PPY'.Pi~;oi
Pr:<>gramCompliance
St;ho6Isand, J;,jbt~eSd:livi~.oTl

Phphe: 973-58'1-5174
FAX: 973-599-65Z8
email address kniedic@SLuniversalservice;org
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jJOM~¢lfIlf(
\AoI:J~i~,

Paden Public: Schools
Jenmly Ramsey
High SChool Principal

P. O. 80)( 370. 10" & Elm
Paden. OK 7488

Elem. (405) 932-4499
H;$; (4(5) 932-4465.
FAXf,,(5)932..4132

ResPQn$8 to ....rQatfad Set>t1&.:2006,

M$.TyJer,

This letter is being sent by fax andRegistefedmaii in response 10 1hf> Seder I~
on Sept. 18,2006.

~.1-4Responses

:1..Atlacbed.•·is:the~·,thafYOU"'II8$"h.o.,the~""·'-.e~h.the
~"1'1·.~ItiO.~Js.a.~~IJy~~,~~~
t4aDiD.haUhebm...elblUl:;lQbi$·Qftice,.........lnllEllta.nQfU'r~
,.....8IJ:V...,..~. '.' ..... . .. :

2.. 1n~·.~ ..' -D!t.PIQWidef.. P8derl~~and ....19 .. . .' ' " ; ., .
UnivelsaI Systems botI1 0rJe..Net as _ ner..oet·provider. In Mr. Do1son's
Jetlefhe states thatno invoices werepnMded from..CQfIIIlUfIIriohis oIIice.ln
personal c:ol'wersaliolJs"'Ur.llofson.~sia'edDIIIe.....t:mr..7t was
.fi1Iif>d .......,.••aIIiQ&. "''-··~:••.'''''''''''''l*
binat his WOld. .

3. Ti'_~.at~"""Mr:'~fllQ.~~r
~. asa'SIlt'idIlr.1loIsir:Jn infiing.....·fonD:.70......
4'1571~.· .'. ..~. ;

4~.Lb,' .....aINadv,.aIed .. eheo;ng..~our·inler-net~
provider•..•~Pt.MC·~' ...;~i~........~
TheyhadllO~andIdon1eilher. Tiley .e,theexpeJts;Alllcan dO is
trust.1he parties 1hat 1aIkedto."'''' assure me that 1t1e proc:e$$ was
..and .........

Sincerely,
./}~)/~
~~~~~

Q....•~~ ..~
Pa<tenPtJblc.~

7.:-2 §""-O~

..----
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.".. J

11 L.t.··•• ~. : l ~.'.·... f"-vf'Ire ,J'\

·MIidII(45dIZ)(SRO)?,9S.,3~O.lJoll·DoCdK,,11 87
F.;QC:(S80)1~32)Q ." .... ' .....
~IW.~StleCt.~73~zs.c6'
aOald~ 'rOD,)'Hawkitls.lluIil·~ (Box 2601 Madill n«6

Dir.T~ (S80) 79'$-3303 Ray1il.ondCole

<1()s)~SdJoQ11NCi (580)79503680 J.mC$W.~iW K"532
~~PriDGipIl<$&O)'795-~ Kalb,oririeGibivJD

,~EIrIY~ca.(S80)19S-69:U L~~r
($05)ldWdkSchOOl(NCJ(5~)79S-1373 s~;JIlil~·~ ;26

(70S) =3 liHii6im· :ge12 ~
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Paden Public Schools
P. O. Box 370, 10'" & Elm

Padefl.OK 7486
Elem,(4()$)9~-4499
H.$. {40$l~-44$5
FAX (4()$} Q~2'"'!132

DearUSAC,

Jam aNew Superintendent at a small school in central Oklahoma. This past year I
have·spent a large PQftion of my time attending,evet'}1hing that. 0C)UId. t,o ..........ab<,)Qt .
your process thatplDVidesd~to'sd\ooIs_ It seems to me that: Paden Public. .~ti,~
~i$befng~"by,our~~Of~~iPWfth~fit~~t
~outof'OI!tWItW1.CIy-'" In 1hetwoye8l$that.·tiawe,been.8I!ii$Dd!l'~d'wfth

~'V:'~'~S""""~""~~l~~~lttOor_~, .... wehaYe~ for. W8'are·str1~ftyetthey'bavepr()VftH:N ou i'sec . .... :
~wiIh~iJnd~~. .'.

•We·~ wart( f9Pf'ovfdft~'~f6rourst~d~tSjV'l~tr'y,to~o:~v~hitJ9bftre·~

::n~=--~=."I~~~==IDwOfk 'Mthin·your.roIes.with~. ·f may be ..or19' in~w.hfo·but
~~......~ CQ:I '.fe,ef~,,.eaM9f'Uing ..,ryn~bY
being~fRJrttfJl'l8'petStJdsdeskto ai'W:J4hef. .

·.:=C:.~~:e."e:=~~::s-==.to~
~tu!iI~,"'~;"be,~ .

S~t·.

~~~~--
D. keith kiricade. Supl
.Peden· PubIc SchoofS·
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Keith Kincade
Paden Public Schools.
P.O.Bo~ 370
tOth&Elm-
Paden, OK 74860

BllledEntityNumber: -140366
~471 tmPl~o,n~~4!~6~
form-486:Awlicanon.Niunber.
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405';'374-2416 TO: 914055232185

.lE. ~Woody1JPryor IISuperintendent

KippyPledicl
S~h(JoJa.tdLit>raries·Dh'isipn

Oc{oberl',2006

lal1lr~p(J..dingto YQurhtquiry r~f;~iy~ ()etob~rg,~~(hScQne"tr~i..gQ~r .PP9"lpf
Form471.appJi~ation#47S214. .
1; PJe~$~pJ'ovid~tbe n3meandti(l~and,e(rJp'oyeroftbeiJ.u:fi'Vidu3'Wh()tllJ~d .9qf

and submitted 'Porm470#548810000532934.
Judy MeGee, my secretary, till~(JuttheFot'm 470·from the il1fQrmatlQ".I
providedIter. Her officei~n~xt~QfI)rneht the boatd()feduca«()~ "ffie¢ I>ltlt4tng
and her contact information is 4ns;.31+2416~ .

2. The$peclnCiJOeationfrom.Wld~h Fonn4"10#S488toijoO~2.9341>was<medand

$,"~JUl~ed. .. . . ...•. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .
'fhe··Form '470 #··5488100t)O$32934··waS:·$\J.~ijlitt(!d·frolD··.Ju4YL\JcGeets.eompuwr··

whiellis JQcateddlreCtlYbehmd;Il~1' 4e$k."llel'Qft'lc:eihtllelJoard 9f~..~atlo'l
ome~ at306WestMaln,~au~,OJ(74854.

3. IfJlServie~~ovidcr enlployeeassistedJn~e fiUngoutartWotisubltlittlngilorm
419.#548810()OOS32934,pleaseprovide tlhename and title oftheServf~
provic!f;r'semployee.
Tbere was no assismncetrom.tbeServlceProYiden. TkeForm470was
p..o~.~ed .-ntf s'ul)l11i~lly~y.s~retJnt3t JudyM~Gee.perI1lY'lJl$trpe~i~q~!

4. P1~l(e~pl'-.in·t4e.r~~s()n.tortbe:Jt.d~r~sma~lI.
A.tJ)lelted·...e·~d()elllllen.~..•perti~ell~·toq.tte$*ioJlnlt ..~.. 4~.·'JJlf,fs,~ ..tesP()tl~enee
t(Jp~··pl~eWb~n we'were·previollsly qu~s.tiQ.n~~nMay···~l~ ...~f)Q(}ini ..egar~~fbe
IP addressl1lat~h.·One docume~~is alett~l'tol1le fhlJt1i\.iyin ~y~~oftlnites
Systems.wbenlaskedltimbowfhis was:pQssjble~. Theotber documenUs 3e"
DlllU ex¢erptst>etiveen.·Mr. i\1yets Illld~pIOtesKibbler of·tJSA~COll1pl.~,,(:e,
BiIlJobnson~ djrettor orOne NetOperations and Ms.Kibble.t;,an~tBiUJobn$On.
and Mr.My~.-s.JJopefuny,the~ecJQcllnwrttswQl Pt9'Vid~th¢dO~unt~rit.i~t.9~
needed tUhe!p close.thismatter•

.. Sincere1y

~~£~
·pij~Bdx13'O.MaUd. Ol<. 74&S4·'.'Tejc'(46S} 374-24f6'.'PaX (405)i74-2628
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Mr. Pryor,

Qverthe lastyeat,.th¢te have beenseve~a.rac¢u,.c;~tionstQ:wards lJni~ed'$ysteltl~, Inc. and
our customers by USAC regarding IPaddtesses usedt6$ubmit Form4'JOapplicati0l1$.
The accusation indicates that an IPaddress used to submita Form 410 by an applicant
matches the IP address that United Systems, Inc. used tosl.lbmit an invoice. This would
implythat United Systems, Inc. med the FOrtI147.0 for an applicant and therefore tainted
the competitive bid process.

SiIWe we.knywthe$ch,oolsfile<1 UleiriForm410s,Whichm&dethj~accusatiQnphysiqI;lUy
impossibl.e, we ..searched for possiblc legitimate cllttses ofthiscot'Il:11tiotL •UttitedSystems,
Inc. uses OneNetas our Internet Service PI'ovider(I'SP) and OneNetservicesmany ·ofow
Cl1stol11cts,•including Maud PuP!icSchpb1s..•AS·.withl11osfISPs, ()n.e"Nefhasstan.cla.td
ranges ofpublic lP addresses forthei!' customers.' Thisemddcreaw.similarities between
ourlPaddre.S!.s andoutcustorner'slP address. We stinnised thatinsteadilfanexact.
match(ifIPaddt~ss;maybe'1he:SLD wasseeing.ane~rm~tch oftPaddressandfl~gitig
thatconditiou.

In any event, we approached' ourl$P W"iththi$q1Je~tiQn, W~alsoinvite,dthcU$,t\(}
compIiari~e irivestig~t()t$t~.talk withbur'l~I>; .

13eJQWa.ree-tnaileJ{~*rpt$fI'orrtth~se e(f()rts... lil ~$S~m~ei th¢,~pre~nta.~i¢.fl'Qtn~l)~l$P

(BillJohnso.nl issayingitispossible for thclPaddressesftomtwo (}rm.ofth~t

C\.1stomers tQ l?esimil!:lf; p\.1tnpt exact In additj()uaIpboll~,q()11VersatiQn$ JQhn$<m
(OneNet) said hefeltthat it would.beimpossiblet{) track the originating .,adqress¢siri.
the manner thatthe SLD wasattemptingvv1th 100% accuracy heeause ofcaching' aud
acceleration devicesinp1ctce throughout the internet

J hQpetbisilI1'Ql1l1ati(mwilttl.~ist you in answering your Inquiry. I would invite y014 to
contact OfteNettogetYOutoVil1 ~xplal1atioIlifyoudesire•.Iwol.lldalsosuggesthavirtg
tbeper:sonwhois ma,nagingJhisinquirytQcontactOneMe! yitl.Bill JohnsQl)Qr)o}\nrt
Brtutitl: .

./

AlVin Myers
United·Systellls, Inc;
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E;-m~nfrom ..Alvin Myers (Un.ited~ystem$)J~Do)o~~.KiQbl¢t('U~A.G(Jo.np.i.JJte)

Ms. KibbleI',

I appreciate you and Mr. Mendiola taking extraordinary steps to deal
with our situation in a more expedient manner.. In follow-up to the
questiono&lP addresses posed during the conference call, lam
.providing contact intqrma.tiOu thr QneNetbelQw.

1 believe the ~rSOllYPtl will W~ntto ta1kt<,lat()neN~tis aillJQhn~m~
Directo'tof NetwotkOperat1ot1s; His comactillf()iinatlon.is: €ellpholie:
(405)919;'1718 .
E.-mail: bjohnsotl@oneneLnet

IfBill is Jlot.the person to .giveyou thell1tQrmatiOJ'). y()tfrt~,hecan
get you connected to the correct pers()nwithin OneNet lhavettied to
contact B.ilItogive bimah~ds-up,but he wasbusy.lh.:wesentbim
an e-ll'lail, but you .migbtt1e~4~p¢~plaitlthesitlla~j9tl t(j him.

If(oJ'$ome r~asorrtbeiulprmation ~~l1eNetnrgVi~$ dQesn<)t~c1reS$YQJJt
concerns, pleMe.JelJneknow.

Ifpossibl¢{ctiul9.You· send ustlleIPaddress(es) InqUestitihsoWeC<ln
dtisome research onour end as. well?

We look forward to hearing back from you.

OneNetprovides.·Ihternet'servicesfor several·hundredSchools·in
Qldaholil,t ··Ba9h iJ$ .' ...•.. S()~~tllim.,erQfIP a~~tes~e~~~ostb¢git1 With
164.58.xx,,\.xxxut' . ().xxx.xxxh(}wever. no twoschools canbe
assigllcdthe.saineIF fiddfu$$.

Whatever your question is about IF addr~s$C$atQneNet .customer
locatiQus.1 am c(ltlftclent we can al1swer itqil1ck1y.. Ple~S¢c()n~act~~~,t
the address below, or joAnn Braniffatibraniff@onenetnet405~2Z$-94.44~

E-ltl.ail {!'(Jllt l)iU.'obnsQll(OneNetlto Alvilll\lyers (IJltitetlSys~D1S1

IJust Spbkewith ·OOoris. She is deafoow thattwoOneNet eustometsWduld have~diffefent

public IPaqdr($ses..iShe indi9'tf:dtl'lt;tS()~Clut~mau<:~ystem is.inditati~gthe~ItleIPisbel~
il1dicated Whetldiffel'en~JPswere¢xpeq:ed·lassured: hel'tl'la~ It she WOu~q~lltlsanYlP'i#JctteSS
(withinourrangesJt·thatOneNet~ld. quickly identify "wnere"thclt IP is assigned.

She seem grateful forthatinformatioo and seemed tqhave<Ao·ftntherquestions.
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UniverSalSelMteAclminilttatlW Company
·Sch:~<>b:a1cib.tilr1&.Divi$i9n., . .

Adm.inistrator;s Decision on Appeal- F~ding Year200S-2006

Novtmber 1$, 2006

K.eithK.in~de

PadeliPublicSChools
p.O~ BQ~ 370
10th & Elm
Paden. OK 74860

Re: Applicant Name:
BiUedEntityNa,unbe,:::
F~411 AppuCtiQQD:Number:
ftUl4~'RequesfN~~);
YourCQJt~PQnd.~~I)~~l

PADEN INDEP SCHQOLDISTRICT14
1~)Q9'
472668
13Qg~M·V()224l>13Q;Z~5~
~pri11~.2006.:

d30222S, 13()2~1~13Q22':l
Denied .. .

. ",-'

AfterthorQJ1gllrevi¢w·8119j~y~ligation ofalll'eteViantfacts. the:S¢hQ9l&~d ~~es
l)iyi~ion ($I:.O)oftheUi1ivena1'SetV~~:!\dfuiJ1i§~tiv~Contp~y(t1sACj,hasmade it~:
dec.iSionin~gardt()y0ut· appecU o[US1\C·s,Fundiri.gYeat 2OQ5f\iIld.ipg;(jotriinitnlent .
Decision Letter for the'Applic;ation Nuinber indicated above.. This letter explains the
basis ofUSAC's decision. The date of this letter begins the (50 day time period for
appealing this ~ision to the Federal.CommuniCtltibns:Co1lUl1t8.siQn (FCC)i, Ifyqur
Lett~r ofAppcal includedn1~reth~qn~:Appli~a,tiop NUlllbet. pleasenotethat)$otlWill
~ye tt~epfJ1'8teJe~~r foreaeh application. .,

Fqn4W;g"JtequestNyniberls):
p~$ionon Appeal:
Explanation: .

• l)p6n,reviewof the.appea11etter,thelilevant.tacts anddoaImentatio~ 'it'was
determine<hhat the establishing Form 470 Number 475710000$34753 forrhese
requests was submitted from an lP Address that United SystcqlS,Inc.. used to
sUbmit. a servic~provider invoice to USAC.UnitedSyste1l}s.mc;wllS selette\1~'
a vendor on your Di~triet'sEorm471 Num~r41Z166FRNs, 130~660,~<l '.' .
13(}Z690,: .The~tabpsbiI1J 470for boEhFRNsaW.wedt6 tJ¢te<i$Y;$tetl1S,In~ls
a1soForm41Q.Number4757'1(JOOQ534:7S3~ .. b.raccOIdan~ with tltc'tules'iOf the.
'Shl?p6rtMe¢~i~m, thisj$wnSiaei-ed'tobe~~tiffi(}totititete$tan4l§ln .. ,.
Vi~1n.tionof:tbe,competitiVebi4di~g ~deliQ.~s. Qna~IYOu were> requested ~o
provide a~eriWiQll.iricl1l4ing~:~~pJanatWn fot th~ Jr" ad.dt~nj~t¢.!t. :On
SepteJ,nbeJ:~~.2006" youresponded'tha,tP.d~PUbJic, $cnools.·(jnivFrsaI

!Jolt 125...; Corresponden" Unit, 80 South Jeffer$On Road, Whippany, New Jersey 07981
Vi~ us QlI.lil\eat: www.$l,lJ{l;IIt1t$SIservlce.org
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Systems andOne-Net~tPe Intemet ServioeProvi&el\had llocxPlan€t.tion lQr theW
address match.

As is nQted on the USAC website, applicants may not delegate the competitive
evaluatiQn role to ,anyone associated with a service proYi~.h: "lairtl

competition means that t1allbiddersw:ej~ted the sam~" andthitt nobidderJl~'
advaIlce~kt1()wle4~ofth~ information<:<>ntaiD,ed.in~RF,P~f.' Appllcantsat:ld
servi~ provideISsh()uldl1()l~ve~ ~lad()ns4ipprior t():competitiVet,idq.hlg
"that would unfai,rlfinfl,uepqe th~~\ltcQD1eofacompetitiq~ or·WPJl14~h.tPe
setViceprovid~ withilinside"infoi'nia~o~orllllow ~m;to .unfalr1y'com~ m
atl:Y way. Ii A.~Mc::epr<>Yi4erfWhQ'wU1p~i¢ipate~the~~Uti,,~processasa
bidder,C4UU1oi:complete :the: F0trn 470. :fIXe aoovetmain,gsmdlcaiethatthe.
vendor was improperly involved in the competitive bidding process. which is a
violation of the roles of this,Support Mechanism. You have failed:toprovide
evidence on·appeal that USAc: erred in.its()ri~inal decision. Con$~ql.1.e~tly., your
appeal is denieq. .

ifyourapPelltbas~n approvedtbut,tundihghtls~teducep. Q;r;de11ieQ"y:()u<may
2;gpeal these decisions to'eitherUSA,C Q~th~P'CC. 'Fol't\ppeals,thathtly<:~n d¢nie4in
.full,pani+\nY~PPfPve<t» dismisse.d,or.oancel:d, ygH:t;ri~YtiJ~~~Ppeai witlttheFee.
YQushoulnrerettoceD6Ck.elNQ~O~-QQnth~fits.tpaseof~oura~pei1l~~; theFqc.
Yourapp¢~tmu,$tbet;eceiYed or postmarked wIthin 60 days orthe d3.teQn,U1is lener,
Failure to meet this requirement will result in automatic dismiss81 of yourappea1. lfyou
are submittirlg your appeal via United States PostalService. S:¢ndto: FCC, Office·of the
Secr~~ary. 445 .12th.Street S\V.Wf1Shi"'~OIltPC ~05S4. Funher informati~aJld~pti9I1$:
forrding$t1ap~directly with. the FCC can be r~.d in.thenAp~ ~ure'.'

ppsted.intheRefetenceAwaofthe~Sll)~ti~mo~th~ USACwebsiteot'byoollt~g

;~~~S~i~Q~\l. W~strongJ:r ICCOmmettathilt'1ou'~c;~¢el¢ctr9Jlicfitin~

W<itb.~}'():u. :fQryoUI continuedsu:PIJ9tt,.pat),~p:¢e .and cOQp~d~n <illring'the;al'Pcal
pr~s.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal ServiCe Administrative Company

~lt ru"~~~,l.htit,J().SouthJeffe1son<R~i'w~l~y.NewJ~~Y'b19~l
.. . . . .. Vi5iru~onl~:tII~ www.sI.~~ ..~.QIP
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J. E. Pryor
.Mau<iInpep~~dent SchoolIDisttfet 117
P: O.U'px 130 .. . .
Maud. 01(74854

TQ}~9t405523Z185

Silled Entity,N\;lmb~r: 140360
.Form 471Applicafion NU1l1l)er! 475214
P<;mu486 Application, Number:
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UniversalSel'Ylce AdlniDt$trative C"lIlP~llY
Schools &. Libratles!)ivision

NOV-2a-20l2l6 10:58A FROM: MAUD SCHOOlS 405..374;.;2416

('f\f\~~E;,f'.~
'ij

TO.: 914055232185 P.JV4

AdJJlinistrator~sDecision on Appeal- Funding Year 2005..Z006

November 15,'.2006

],B.Pryor
Maud IndependentSchool District 117
P. O••Box 130
Maud.' OK 74854

Re: A,pplicantName:
Billed:cntity Number:
Fonn.471Application Numpet:
FuridingRequest NUtrtP¢r(s):
¥QUrCQrtCSpon4ence DAted:

MAUDINDEPSCHOOL DISTR.ICT 111
140360
475:214
1110797;lg108;36
MayQ4,' 2(.106

l310797
Dea1l¢d

Aftyritb()~J,1gh IeYieW~d iny~tiga~j()~.()fan~l¢y~ult f~t$,tb~Sch~()J~i~(rL,iQI'f¢i~
Division~SLD)ofthe' Universal ServiceAdtninistr~tive Compa1ly (USAC),hllSm:adeits
decisiQll in regard t9youta~p¢alofI.JS,A.C·S.F ..•. m~Y~t20p'f~lldmgCPrtlrtl~ttn¢tit
DecisionLetterfor the AppIieation Number ind .. ~dabove.'I'hisJettereXlllainsthe
basis of USAC's decision. Thydate ofthis letterb~gins the 60<l~Y timepyrioqfor
appealing this decision to' the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). lfyotlt
Letter ofAppeal incluqed mQrethan>one;\.pplicatio~ Number, plefl~e not~tMtYf)uwilI
t~ceivea$eparate letter for each appliCAtion.

EJm.4ing~u~tNYmber(s):
Deci~ion ollA,ppea!:
~planatiQn:.

• 1'heFol'Ill.470was submitted from an IPaddress fuat.was also usedto submita·..
Service Provider (SP) invoice. indjcatingSr'inv9lvement iritheForllt47();On
October 9. 2006, the ·applicantwa$ ~kedt(rprovi(1e details for thesubmi$sionof,
the establishing Form·470 Number 548810000532934{orFR,N 1310797; On
Qctober 17, 200§,.the.applicantprovidedUl~nameanq.locationofmepers()n
submitting tMreferencedForm·470and indicated that there was no SerVice
Provid¢rinvolvemeIl(in tQe..filingots~~trUski()nQftl#ttfoqn. f{()w.eyer,ime
applicantfaile~ to provide an explanationfor the lP addless match betweenJ;he
referenqedF(mn470••M4ServiCte}>r()vi4er~v()iCte&,su~mitte~·1l·IUrritedS~$tern$
(SPIN 143f)0469S). Applicantscannotabro~tetheirresponsibiiityt'or conducting
a••fairanc:lopenc~mpetitivebi<ldin~pr()c~s·free.frontSPin'V()lvtmJ~t 'l'herefQte.
the appeal farFaN1310797 is. denied. .

Box 125-CorrespOndence.Unit. 80 South Jefferson t~()ad. Whippany. N¢wJersey~81
Visit tis online at: wwW.sl.l.ifIivtmta~kxi.Qr9
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Funding 'RequestNumber's);
Dedsionon A.ppeal: '.. '
Exp]!\Iiation,: .

405"':.374"':2416

1310836
Canceled

P.4/4'

i

W'#th.~YoUJO(Y4t(t C(;jn:tiri(l~4'$tlPpo.rt,;pati¢il¢e· 'UJ!9:¢Qgpertlti()tl:;9u.dng~e,~p~,
process.

SchopIs·and Libraries Division
UniVersal'Service,Administrative'company

BOx···.12S-.Ctitrespoodell¢eUriifl·.80'SOuttHe~nRolliliWhIJlpal1yiN~wJerseS f0798 I
V;il!it~$<mllti~ ~~;~,i!·W'il~j,jfl)4~iY~·Q(9 .. .';
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DECLARATION OF UNITED SYSTEMS, INC.

1. My name is Alvin Myers. I am the President and COO, of United Systems, Inc.
My office address is 4335 N. Classen, Oklahoma City, OK 73118. I submit this
declaration in support of the Consolidated Request for Review, dated January 16,2007
("Request for Review").

2. All of the facts set forth in the Request for Review iIi the section tit1ed"Statement
ofFacts" including the information pertaining to the competitive bidding process
undertaken by United Systems, Inc. under the E-rate Program, are tme and correct to the
best ofmy knowledge.

3. J declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on the /l)tkay ofJanuary, 2007.

u.·· ..'r- _ .... ,."'--_.._-- .._-

Alvin Myers


